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CHAPTER 1. MODERNITY, LIFEWORLD AND POLITICAL LEGITIMACY 
Given the importance of the state in preserving the symbolism necessary 
for the advancement of capitalism, questions can be raised about 
accompanying shifts in values and attitudes and the impact these shifts have 
on the dynamics of politics in society. Of special interest is how a modernized 
or rationalized society provides ongoing support to state policies which 
preserve capitalist interests. One of the perennial issues in political sociology 
is the ability of the state to maintain legitimacy in the eyes of the masses 
(Alford and Friedland 1985). Legitimacy has been dealt with in a variety of 
ways, ranging from John Stuart Mills' premise of a social contract between 
the individual and the state, to the conceptualization posed by Marx, who's 
argument on legitimacy focused more succinctly on the issue of ideology and 
the maintenance of state promotion of capital accumulation. From these 
fundamental views about the relationship between individual and structures, 
such as nation-states and economies, a variety of social psychological 
questions emerge. In certain respects, these questions reflect those aspects of 
the "sociological imagination" described by C. Wright Mills (1967): 
The sociological imagination enables us to grasp history and biography 
and the relationship between the two within society. That is its task and 
promise ... It is by means of the sociological imagination that men now 
hope to grasp what is happening to themselves as minute points of the 
intersection of biography and history within society. (7) 
The purpose of this study is to construct a model of rationalization 
according to Habermas which describes the impact of rationalization in a 
social psychological context and links this micro impact to the macro concern 
of the ability of the state to maintain legitimacy. This inquiry has three basic 
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components. The first component describes the theoretical framework used to 
conceptualize modernity and more specifically, rationalization. Second, the 
social psychological aspects of legitimacy are discussed based on current 
understandings of ideology and political behavior. Finally, an overall model is 
developed to convey the causal arguments related to rationalization, the 
development of political values, and ultimately, political participation. This 
model allows for an empirical assessment of the social psychological impact of 
rationalization on individuals and for the maintenance of political legitimacy 
over time. 
Rationalization: A Consequence of Modernity 
The concept of modernity has been associated with advanced stages of 
capitalist development, Weber warned of an "iron cage" of late capitalism 
suggesting that with increased levels of capitalist development there would be 
increased bureaucracy and greater reliance upon formalized law, Tonnies 
argued that modernity would be characterized by the Gesellschaft community 
which refers to the stage of social evolution where mass society comes to 
dominate what were traditionally more local or communal aspects of 
existence. This conclusion was a parallel to Durkheim's notion of the shift 
from mechanical to organic societies, characterized by a more distinct division 
of labor, bureaucracy and high levels of impersonality. These classic 
statements in many ways focus on the evolutionary nature of capitalist society 
and were attempts at predicting the nature of society at various stages of 
development. 
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From these classical views have emerged more contemporary attempts 
at addressing the issue, usually from a variety of analytical traditions of 
interest. Wallerstein (1974) equates modernity with encroaching capitalism 
into all parts of the world, setting up a world economic order. Inglehart (1990) 
has suggested that modernity leads to differing value patterns among 
members of a society. Walton (1990:281) concludes that modernization theory is 
concerned with the advancement of capitalism based on "capital formation 
and investment, innovation, entrepreneurship, and eventually, 
industrialization." Huntington (1986) suggests that modern societies are 
characterized by revolution, based mostly on the belief that the individual has 
the ability to control and change their environment. Clearly, these variations 
indicate that the concept has more intricate meaning than simply the 
development of capitalism. 
One of the more intriguing treatments of modernity is that outlined by 
Jurgen Habermas (1975a, 1984a). His theory of modernity has several themes 
which deserve application to understanding a variety of political phenomena at 
the micro and macro levels. The purpose of this chapter is to first, briefly 
explicate the themes found in various theoretical outlines by Habermas and 
advance an argument for their relevance to socio-political analysis. Secondly, 
the discussion pinpoints one specific aspect of his broader theoretical 
framework for analysis in this dissertation. Much of what is extricated from 
Habermas's theory of modernity reflects an interest in formulating an 
understanding about "history and biography and the relationship between the 
two within society." 
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The Theoretical Framework 
The recent theoretical work of Jurgen Habermas provides a challenging 
yet revealing opportunity for analyzing what impact the evolution of capitalism 
has on the individual in society, and how this in turn affects the ability of the 
state to maintain legitimacy in "rationalized" societies. His entire framework 
requires a Gestalt-like thinking: one cannot understand one component such 
as structures or institutions, without knowing how it relates with another 
component such as individuals in society (Pusey 1987). Habermas does this by 
integrating a variety of sociological traditions, especially those outlined by 
Marx, Weber, Parsons, Mead, Durkheim, and Gofifman, and applying 
Freudian psychological concepts to social interaction and the personality of 
systems (Bernstein 1978). The expansiveness of the meta-theory offered by 
Habermas, however, makes any attempted application of these concepts 
difficult. The following discussion extracts what is aptly described as the 
contextual political sociology of Habermas. 
Selected theoretical constructs of Habermas are organized around three 
themes commonly emphasized in the political sociology literature: 
1. the importance of economic forces in shaping power differential in a 
society; 
2. how structures influence associations, or the daily context of the 
individual; and 
3. the influence of these contexts on human values, self-identity, and 
political behavior. 
In approaching the various theoretical statements, it is useful to keep in mind 
that Habermas is essentially working at various levels of abstraction and social 
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organization. This discussion begins with his treatment of history and then 
works to an understanding of systems, which he identifies as economy, 
politics and culture. From this level, the discussion works to the life world, 
and eventually to an understanding of the individual. These levels of 
abstraction are treated in context of the three themes identified above, 
beginning with the more general issue of how power is differentiated in 
society. 
Economy and bower differentials in societv 
In the structuralist-Marxist tradition, Habermas argues that history 
has been characterized by three stages of evolution. The first stage 
characterizes society as being based on kinship systems. The function of these 
kinship linkages is general social integration. Many primitive societies 
throughout history were marked by the dominance of the kinship form of 
social organization. The second stage evolves into class domination which 
becomes the organizational principle. A society at this point of evolution is 
characterized by social conflict. In order to deal with the conflict which 
emerges as a result of competing class interests, the cultural realm is 
responsible for what Habermas calls the rationalization and legitimation of 
social institutions. Tradition, which may have been a culturally significant 
force, is transformed or rationalized by the state, the economic system or other 
social institutions. At the third stage, modernization is achieved with the 
further rationalization of tradition, where "the formal conditions of 
justification themselves obtain legitimating force." Science and technology 
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emerge as the predominant mechanisms for making decisions in society, and 
serve as a legitimating force in explaining political outcomes. 
Habermas contends that capitalist social systems are composed of three 
basic subsystems; the economy, the state and culture. These subsystems are 
truly interactive in the Parsonian sense, as one cannot survive or achieve 
equilibrium without the other. In summarizing Habermas, Pusey (1987) 
describes the state's role in maintaining equilibrium as one which assures: 
popular and assent and mass loyalty. In order to do this it must use its 
fiscal revenues to provide social, educational and welfare services and to 
support the ideology (the technocratic consciousness and the like) that 
legitimates the whole system. This is a necessary (but not sufRcient) 
condition for the maintenance ... of all those norms, attitudes, values 
and action-motivating meanings that secure conformity with political 
legal, and social domination in the larger system of society as a whole. 
(95) 
Reflecting a more structuralist tradition, Habermas argues that 
societies evolve through differentiation and integration. Habermas believes 
differentiation occurs at two levels. First, differentiation occurs as a result of 
legitimation crises. That is, crises emerge as a consequence of state 
intervention in the economy and the application of science to a variety of social 
issues. Turner (1986) summarizes the various types of legitimation crises 
described by Habermas: 
(1) an economic crisis occurs if the economic subsystem cannot generate 
sufficient productivity to meet people's needs; (2) a rationality crisis 
exists when the politico-administrative subsystem cannot generate a 
sufficient number of instrumental decisions; (3) a motivation crisis 
exists when actors cannot use cultural symbols to generate sufficient 
meaning for them to feel committed to participate fully in the society; 
and (4) a legitimation crisis arises when actors do not possess the 
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^requisite number of generalized motivations' or diffuse commitments to 
the political subsystem's right to make decisions. (195) 
The crucial argument here is that these crises are brought on by 
modernization and the processes of rationalization. Power differentiation in 
society can be altered through the experiences of crisis. 
Second, the ability of the society to meet new levels of integration, or to 
adjust to new environments, is a function of what knowledge and information 
is available to social actors in the society. Habermas asserts that advanced 
capitalist societies will be stronger in using wealth or political forms of 
integration. Money and certain forms of political symbolism, for example, may 
be used to preserve mass loyalties. This comes at the expense, however, of 
normative and cultural integration and thus, enhances the likelihood of 
legitimation crisis (Turner 1986). One area in which crisis can affect 
legitimacy is in the interactive context of individuals. Communicative 
interaction which is essential to the construction of meaning is diminished as 
a result of the dominance of a "technocratic consciousness " which robs 
individuals of their sense of attachment and social integration. 
Disequilibrium which is not resolved in society fosters loss of meaning for the 
social actors. 
Pusey (1987) suggests that Habermas is transforming Weber's notion of 
modernity by isolating through abstraction the social location where modernity 
has social consequences. Accordingly, Habermas argues that the stages of 
social evolution manifest themselves in what he calls the "lifeworld." The 
impact of rationalization on the "lifeworld" is a loss of meaning across various 
dimensions, which is now surrounded by a failure of "truthful" human 
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interaction. The interplay between sub-systems drives rationalization, which 
is now seen as the consequence of unprecedented levels of state and economic 
intervention into numerous aspects of human life. 
Structure and associational contexts 
With this Weberian, evolutionary depiction of history, Habermas 
introduces the concept of the "lifeworld" which he uses as an abstraction for 
the point at which structures interact with action and consciousness. It 
surrounds each participant in communication, or as Habermas describes, it is 
the "context forming horizon" of social action and consciousness; "lifeworld" 
is the 'seam' between social action and social structure" (Pusey 1987). The 
evolution of society towards advanced capitalism is characterized by an 
increasing rationalization of the "lifeworld". A colonized lifeworld is one in 
which rationalization has changed various dimensions of the individual's 
social experiences, such as the socialization process, or cultural integration. 
In this regard, history changes human associations and interactions. 
Habermas describes rationalization as the result of the struggle between 
"lifeworld" and "system." The individual seeks balance in maintaining 
individuality while structures require greater levels of rationalization in 
human interactions. In other words, Habermas believes that modernization 
transforms various aspects of life which affect processes fostering association 
between individuals. This transformation manifests itself along numerous 
dimensions of the lifeworld. For example, Habermas finds that the public 
sphere which represents discursive interactions among people and allows for 
the development of ideas, new values, solutions to problems, is changed. 
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Rationalization changes these patterns of interaction. The nature of discourse 
if not the level of discourse is changed. 
Habermas concludes that the state, as a tool of the elites, uses political 
symbols to distinguish legitimacy from administration. Legitimacy is 
achieved by affecting those processes associated with the reproduction of the 
"lifeworld". Lifeworld is the collection of individual experiences and 
associations which are understood in terms of structural influences and 
individual personality. 
Context and the individual 
The entire abstraction called lifeworld is itself a contextual 
conceptualization. Ingram (1987) suggests that lifeworld is changed through 
rationalization so that "every action defines a complex situation, or system of 
references comprising objective facts, social norms, and personal 
experiences." These contexts are mediated through the application of 
language. What is important in this argument is that structure has the 
opportunity to alter the definition of complexity, reference points, or personal 
experiences. These are micro level phenomena. 
Habermas also describes the individual context to be that point at which 
culture, society and the individual become even more differentiated. This was 
a basic claim of Weber's and is reiterated by Habermas. Rationalization via 
the spread of science as the criteria for rationality, historically fosters a 
separation of culture, society and the individual. The consequences of this 
differentiation are most acutely understood within the individual context. 
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According to this general framework, context is formed through the use 
of language. And as mentioned earlier, this is a critical component in 
Habermas's entire argument for he, unlike Weber, believes that freedom from 
the iron cage can be achieved through rational discourse. The linguistic 
exchange between individuals is paramount, for within these exchanges lies 
the importance of situational complexities and associational restrictions 
brought on by economies and historical determinants (e.g., class conflict). 
Habermas emphasizes that the colonized lifeworld (the rationalized lifeworld) 
which differentiates culture, society and the personality has consequences for 
the flow of communication in the capitalist society. As a result of the 
normative technocratic consciousness, individuals may fail to enter linguistic 
exchanges knowing what is a valid demand or rational choice. Thus, 
Habermas is urging the social analysts to study how systems distort 
communications between individuals. That is, sociology must concentrate on 
what aspects of the lifeworld alter the ability for individuals to engage in what 
he calls "competent communicative action." Thus, the sub-systems of 
economy and politics distort human interactions promoting false 
consciousness and subjecting individuals to ideological manipulations. 
Summarv 
These three themes are useful tools for presenting the macro and micro 
dimensions of Habermas's political sociology. It is clear, however, from the 
work translated to date that rationalization (as a consequence of modernity) is 
best understood empirically within the lifeworld. It is here that power 
differentials structured by economy, the patterns of association in daily 
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context, and individual values and behaviors, are understood. What follows is 
a more detailed description of the lifeworld transformed by rationalization. 
Given this background which shows the linkages between structure and 
individuals, the dissertation now focuses on constructing a more specific 
conceptual model incorporating elements of the rationalized, or colonized, 
lifeworld. 
Colonization of the Lifeworld: 
Towards Identifying the Elements of the Political Context 
Habermas views the lifeworld as that abstraction where structure and 
the individual meet. Ingram (1987) interprets the notion of lifeworld as 
contributing "to the maintenance of individual and social identity by 
organizing action around shared values. ..." Methodologically, Ingram 
implies that this abstraction be approached from two perspectives. First, the 
individual can be the focus of analysis, with emphasis placed on 
understanding the individual in a communicative context with shared 
meanings. Or second, lifeworld can be understood from the perspective of 
structure, emphasizing how norms govern social behaviors, or are a function 
of sub-systems such as culture, or how political institutions are constructed to 
preserve market economies. An application of any of these interpretations 
brings the analyst to a rather unique understanding or description of the 
processes giving rise to the lifeworld. 
The lifeworld is a process-oriented concept. It is a dynamic that 
contributes to "sociation," or the creation of what is social. Habermas identifies 
three structural components in society that are reproduced through a variety 
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of interactive processes: culture, society and personality. These components 
constitute those aspects of lifeworld to be differentiated in advanced capitalist 
societies. These structures are maintained, or "reproduced" through the 
processes of cultural reproduction, social integration and socialization. 
Cultural reproduction refers to the "continuation of valid knowledge" in society 
which describes in essence the way experiences of a society are symbolized or 
held as common knowledge. Social integration is ordering of social 
relationships or the process contributing to how individuals come to routinely 
interact in groups. Socialization is the dynamic where "responsible actors" in 
the society are formed throughout life. In this sense, responsible actors are 
viewed as being those that contribute to the maintenance of normatively held 
social behaviors. These three processes, according to Habermas, are 
successful as a result of communications between individuals and ultimately 
larger social structures. 
Each of these processes (cultural reproduction, social integration, 
socialization) correspond to the three structures (culture, society, personality) 
of the lifeworld. That is, structure is preserved through the communicative 
functions of cultural reproduction, social integration and socialization. In 
order to understand the dynamics of the lifeworld, attention must be paid to the 
inter-relationships suggested by this framework. Habermas (1984b) provides a 
summary shown in Table 1 which is useful in highlighting various levels of 
analysis: 
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Table 1. Summary of components and processes constituting the life world 
structural components 
reproduction 
processes 
(functions) Culture Society Personality 
Cultural 
reproduction 
Social 
integration 
valid 
knowledge 
obligations 
legitimations 
legitimately 
ordered 
interpersonal 
relations 
behavioral 
patterns 
influential 
in self-
formation. 
social 
memberships 
Socialization interpretive motivation personal 
accomplishment for normative identity 
conformity 
It is along these dimensions of the lifeworld that the social psychology of the 
modem consciousness associated with the forces of rationalization can be 
studied. 
In order to test the conceptual utility of the abstraction called lifeworld, a 
single dimension has been selected for analysis, social integration. As will be 
seen in the discussion that follows, social integration is that dimension which 
highlights a number of important macro-micro relationships that have 
particular relevance to political participation and political legitimacy. 
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Social integration 
Social integration refers to that dimension of the lifeworld that 
Habermas calls "social space." In many ways, it can be seen as a process 
which relies mainly on integrations between groups in a society. Habermas 
borrows from Parsons in this sense, treating social integration as a functional 
aspect of the lifeworld, with the outcomes of integration contributing to the 
development of community or society. There are three aspects of social 
integration representing the structural components culture, society and 
personality: obligation, legitimately ordered social relations, and social 
memberships. Each can be described as a social abstraction. 
Social integration maintains culture through the processes associated 
with obligation. According to White (1988), Habermas defines obligation as 
attachment to a core set of cultural values. Integration is achieved by the 
imposition of norms and values often related to rights and duties in that 
society. For example, through a norm of fair play, capitalist culture promotes 
the belief that individuals within a market have equal chances at participation 
in that market. Thus, all players recognize the market as an arena of 
exchange with all players oriented by the notion of fair play. Obligation gives 
continuity and coherence to human interaction over long periods of time. 
Interpersonal relationships among members of society are ordered in 
some legitimate manner by society. Here Habermas is focusing on the 
everyday contexts of human interaction. Group solidarity is important to the 
construction of the lifeworld and the ability of the individual to give meaning to 
things encountered in the everyday as a result of interactions with other 
individuals. The state as well as organizations are ways in which 
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relationships are routinized and structured (e.g., obeying traffic signs, 
showing up to work and punching the clock at 8:00 am). White's sense of this 
dimension is that Habermas places an emphasis on the reliability of social 
institutions to maintain integrative functions. Interpersonal relationships that 
occur over and over again gain legitimacy in the eyes of the participants and, 
therefore, sustain the interest and loyalty of the participants. 
At the personality level of the lifeworld, social memberships are 
important to social integration in a number of ways. Joining clubs or 
achieving access to memberships in certain social exchanges is motivated by 
acting on personal needs and interests. By interacting with others the 
individual is assumably acting on certain needs or demands. The new 
employee at a University may join the Friday lunch club in order to meet 
others in the University or to identify with the community. Through social 
memberships the individual compares self identity to others and exercises in 
various ways what Habermas calls communicative rationality. That is, social 
memberships provide opportunities for conversation which are essential to the 
definition of personality itself. 
Rationalization, as used by Habermas, changes these dimensions of 
social integration in a number of ways. The ability of culture to symbolize 
obligation or tradition is diffused, resulting in "insecurity of the collective 
identity." Anomie characterizes the rationalized society when the definitions 
of legitimately interpersonal relations are altered or weakened. Social 
membership is diminished as well, with the personality exhibiting 
characteristics traditionally associated with alienation. As a result of 
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advancing capitalist influences, social integration at the cultural, social and 
personal levels is transformed, or as used by Habermas "colonized." 
The colonized lifeworld 
The concepts outlined by Habermas and presented in Table 1 are 
changed through rationalization into what Habermas calls "crisis 
phenomena." These crises in the lifeworld are summarized in Table 2. In 
many ways, the distinctions between these elements are ambiguous and 
indeed this is major criticism of the framework outlined by Habermas 
Table 2. Crisis phenomena in the lifeworld 
reproduction 
processes 
(functions) Culture 
structural components 
Society Personality 
Cultural 
reproduction 
loss of 
meaning 
withdrawal of 
of legitimation 
cnsis in 
orientation & 
education 
Social 
integration 
Socialization 
insecurity 
of collective 
identity 
breakdown of 
tradition 
anomie 
withdrawal of 
motivation 
alienation 
psycho-
pathology 
(Bernstein 1978). Nonetheless, these crises phenomena offer a point at which 
to begin testing various operationalizations of the overall framework in hopes 
of articulating the existence of the abstraction known as the lifeworld. 
Moreover, this analytical abstraction provides an opportunity for exploring 
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how rationalization (or colonization) influences the individual and how the 
individual is thus linked to structure. The major assumption of this work, 
however, is that modernity results in a transformation of the lifeworld in 
context of these various components and processes. 
Habermas argues that prior to the transformation, individuals have a 
greater likelihood of engaging in communication and discourse as a way to 
develop common understanding in a society. Rationalization places a greater 
emphasis on the uses of money and power in creating interactive 
understanding. Thus, interaction becomes more objectified in that new forms 
of exchange are invented in order to create universal forms of exchange. For 
example, the individual assumes the role of employee and transforms her 
labor (power) into income (money). The citizen exchanges mass loyalty 
(power) to the government for increasing applications of the bureaucratic 
rationality (power) to resolve demands or personal needs. In many ways, 
these transformations of the media of interaction deal with the macro aspects 
of the framework outlined by Habermas, The importance of these media are in 
many ways distinctly political and relate to the balance described between 
economies, politics, and culture. 
In summarizing the impact of colonization on legitimacy. White (1988) 
offers the following conclusion: 
For Habermas, then, alienation, disintegration of collective identity and 
cultural impoverishment or loss of meaning are all lifeworld 
pathologies which help to hinder the emergence of critical 
consciousness and action. The effect of such pathologies would thus 
appear to be that the state is relieved of some of the pressure for 
legitimating its actions. The sort of solidarity necessary for oppositional 
movements is impeded by the growing experience of alienation and 
isolation. And the sort of cognitive changes necessary to develop 
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interpretations which challenge the legitimacy of state action are 
undermined by the fragmentation of consciousness. (121) 
While the assumption by White is that unconventional political action is 
impeded, an inquiry into the consequences for all political action is an equally 
compelling research argument. 
The Research Question; What is the Relationship Between the 
Colonized Lifeworld, Political Context and Legitimacy? 
From this framework, a variety of intriguing questions can be posed for 
the political sociologist. For example, how does colonization of the lifeworld 
influence conventional political participation? What factors mediate the 
relationship between colonization and participation? These questions are the 
focus of the remainder of the work outlined here. Specifically, the purpose of 
the research project is to test the relationships among the cultural, social and 
personal components of a colonized lifeworld, and determine their impact on 
political context and political participation. Various facets of this relationship 
have already been explored in the prior discussion of Habermas organized 
according to economic influences, associatiohal contexts, and individual 
values and behaviors. The goal here is to refine the contribution of Habermas 
by constructing a specific model of how colonization affects politically focused 
aspects of context and political participation. Thus, the model treats the 
dimensions of the colonized lifeworld (social integration) as the independent 
variables. Elements of political context will be treated as endogenous variables 
with each being influenced by social integration and in turn affecting political 
participation. Political participation (political legitimacy) is treated as the 
dependent variable. 
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Figure 1 portrays the causal argument derived from Habermas's theory: 
colonization of political 
the lifeworld >context > legitimacy 
Figure 1. A causal argument constructed according to Habermas 
The importance of the lifeworld for the maintenance of legitimacy is a central 
thesis in the work by Habermas. The impact of these effects on what is 
described as the contextual components of politics are explored. Participation 
is the expression of legitimacy and so, the cumulative effect of the forces of 
rationalization on legitimacy can be expressed in the path from modernity, to 
colonized existence, which alters the development of the political context, to 
politically motivated behaviors which are formed through the context, which 
are interpreted as manifestations of legitimacy. 
Summary 
The project from this point is based on a number of assumptions, which 
include the following: 
1. the state must enhance capital accumulation while satisfying popular 
demands for adherence to democratic values. 
2. a decline in perceived fairness of market relations (bourgeois ideology) 
gives rise to a declining belief or loss of meaning in capitalist 
institutions (e.g., democratic states, work). 
3. with the increase in bureaucratization there is a decline in political 
action reflecting mass loyalty that is at best apathy. 
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4. the ideological context is changed by the diffusion of everyday 
consciousness which is the result of increased information for 
citizens. 
In general each of these propositions deal with a variety of micro and macro 
issues. The issue of interest in this research project is what impact the macro 
(modernization and rationalization) has on the micro (anomie, poor self-
concept, political thinking, etc.), and the consequences of these association for 
the continued legitimacy of the state (macro). Essentially, this approach 
constructs a macro-micro-macro understanding. This model is developed by 
understanding how macro economic forces systematically distort those aspects 
of social integration and the structures of the lifeworld. More specifically, the 
exploration concentrates on bringing about a greater understanding of how 
consciousness related to the distribution of power in society is manipulated by 
structure. Thus, the dynamics that shape the context in which political 
thought is framed play an important role in the lifeworld. This provides an 
alternative heuristic for understanding how the individual develops an outlook 
on how power is distributed in society, which is now seen as a function of 
social integration. 
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CHAPTER II. POLITICAL THINKING AND POLITICAL BEHAVIOR: THE 
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN POLITICAL CONTEXT AND LEGITIMACY. 
The theory outlined by Habermas places an emphasis on the interplay 
between systems and the individual. The contextual themes found in the 
life world provide an important basis for claiming that capitalism as an 
economic structure can indeed influence the contextual aspects of the 
individual's everyday life and ultimately, change certain behaviors. A model 
explaining the contextual nature of politics flows from this general argument. 
The purpose of this chapter is to further delineate two components of the 
general model being considered. First, current literature on how political 
understanding develops in context, or in the interactions of the everyday, is 
discussed. This portion of the discussion examines the broader notion of 
ideology and how it has been treated as a contextually derived concept. Second, 
a discussion of current research on political participation is offered in order to 
understand how behavior can be shaped by context. This review provides a 
means for concluding what variables would be important in a model that 
incorporates social integration, social psychological elements in the political 
context, and political participation. 
Political Context and the Importance of Ideology 
Recent studies of political thinking and ideology have generally 
emphasized two assertions. Ideology, much in the way Habermas views the 
lifeworld, can be approached analytically from a structural and contextual 
perspective. The structural view places an emphasis on understanding how 
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legitimation is maintained by the sate and what rationale for legitimacy is 
articulated. 
Habermas believes that ideology is constituted by ideas which legitimate 
or hide arbitrary distributions of power. Ideology in this sense is an idea about 
how power is allocated in society. What is important to Habermas throughout 
his analysis is how these ideas about power are molded and shaped. The 
forces that influence thinking about the distribution of power in society are 
what constitute the basis of political thinking in particular. From this 
perspective, research should identify the mechanisms in society which send 
information about articulated rationales for continued loyalty. Structurally 
oriented studies of ideology would examine what institutions transmit 
ideological messages, the content of these messages and who creates the 
message. 
In contrast, the contextual view concentrates on those aspects of the 
lifeworld that shape the individual's ideology, or more accurately, their 
political thinking. Research on this aspect of ideology should reveal how 
political thinking emerges in the everyday existence of the individual. This is 
achieved through empirical attention to how various dimensions of the 
lifeworld can influence the ideological dynamic. This view of ideology helps to 
understand how specific political behaviors are influenced by modernity, or 
more appropriately, what impact a colonized lifeworld has on the contextual 
nature of politics. By studying the contextual nature of political thinking one 
can begin to inquire into how lifeworld processes, as manifestations of 
structure, affect the individual. Moreover, understanding how rationalization 
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has an impact on the components of ideology formation leads to a model of how 
legitimacy is affected at the level of interpersonal interaction. 
If there is a predominant theme in the traditions described earlier it is 
that ideology and human thinking are intertwined and assumably affect 
behavior. There are three identifiable models which highlight the contextual 
characteristics of political thinking and provide an important contemporary 
argument leading to a rather unique conceptualization of micro-level political 
understanding. These three conceptualizations are used to explicate what is 
termed in this analysis as the "contextual components of politics." 
The social psvchological framework 
Converse and his colleagues at the University of Michigan made a 
historic contribution in the early 1960's to understanding how individuals view 
politics, or what was called "mass belief systems" within American society. 
Converse defined a mass belief system as "a configuration of ideas and 
attitudes in which elements are bound together by some form of constraint or 
functional interdependence ' (Converse, 1964;478). Static constraint refers to 
the configuration of certain attitudes based on the knowledge of some other 
independent attitudes. Interdependence (or dynamic constraint) describes 
psychological variations in attitudes as a result of a "change in the perceived 
status of one idea-element." 
Converse argued that there are three sources of constraint on these idea-
elements: 1) logical sources are those narrow aspects of a belief system which 
are purely based on reasoning; 2) psychological sources influence attitudinal 
configuration by providing the person with value sets, or "an appeal to some 
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superordinate" view of man and society, and; 3) social sources which provide a 
system of cognitive organization or a schema for judging political events. This 
social psychological approach treated ideology as a function of individual 
cognitive dynamics and sophistication. 
A similar, although, more comprehensive social psychological 
framework of ideology, has been outlined by Kluegel and Smith (1986). They 
cast their model in terms of how structure affects the individual by describing 
how social psychological variations give rise to ideological structures or belief 
systems. 
Three categories of psychological processes influence ideological 
structures. The first category incorporates several important social 
psychological dynamics which are seen as providing support to an ideological 
structure, including: 
a. socialization 
b. generalization of experiences 
c. explanations for economic outcomes 
d. self interests 
e. group identification 
Second, Kluegel and Smith note that realistically, challenging beliefs develop 
as a result of education, socialization, and experience. This would account for 
conflict and disagreement directed at the predominant political views. The 
authors suggest that individual reactions to challenging beliefs results in 
several psychological responses: 
a. limits to generalization 
b. non-integration of beliefs 
c. motivation reasons 
d. effective challenges 
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These psychological explanations for rejecting challenges to expressions of 
political views may suggest why change may be incremental, or conflict on the 
scale as proposed by Marx, will be unlikely. The significance of this assertion 
is that it provides a rudimentary model for observing how social psychological 
processes are the underlying dynamics in the formation of ideology. 
Ideologv and political thinking in context 
The study of ideology has been guided by interest in the basic question of 
how people understand their political environment. It is from this basis that 
Rosenberg (1988) evaluates the study of ideology by outlining three general 
criticisms of the use of the concept. First, he locates weaknesses in the quality 
of the research completed to date, providing a commentary on the various 
methodological issues which he believes limits full understanding of the 
concept. Second, he challenges the explanatory utility of ideological concepts 
(ie., constraints) as they have been developed over the past 30 years. Thirdly, 
Rosenberg chastises the lack of any theoretical coherence to the study of 
ideology, which has, in his opinion, led to a conceptual dead end. His critique 
leads to a useful reflection on how political thinking is depicted conceptually. 
In response to these limitations, Rosenberg calls for a "new" sociological 
social psychology of ideology, advocating a radical departure from what he . 
describes as a "moribund" body of analysis: 
To begin with, ideology must be viewed as an understanding, the result 
of reasoning about political phenomena. It must be regarded as a 
subjectively constructed and a structurally coherent way of defining and 
making sense of specific people, issues and events. In this context, 
possible differences in ideology must be explicated. These differences 
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must be characterized in formal structural terms and explained with 
reference to differences in the structure of the socio-political 
environment to which individuals are exposed. Such a theory of the 
structure and development of ideology must be formulated with 
reference to some concept of the relationship between the subjective 
construction of political understandings on the one hand and the 
interpersonal or collective construction of political realities on the other. 
(59) 
In offering an alternative approach, Rosenberg incorporates the psycho-
development frameworks of Piaget and casts ideology as a level of intellectual 
and moral development. 
Rosenberg suggests that studies of ideology focus on the "relationships 
between environment and the individual" (1988). Moreover, by commenting on 
the recent works of Habermas, Rosenberg calls for a delineation of those 
aspects of communication and discourse that characterize the relationship 
between individual and the environment, but also play an important role in the 
reflective thinking in which new political viewpoints are developed. Rosenberg 
urges a more bi-directional understanding of ideology and political thinking in 
as it emerges in contexts, generally at two levels: 
Societies provide a form of organization which is consistent with the 
abilities and purposes of individual members, and individuals construct 
meanings and values which are pragmatically appropriate. Indeed, 
neither can be conceived without reference to the other. (222) 
The dialectic and the context of political thinking' 
Recently, Billig et al. (1988) suggested that ideology be viewed as a 
contrast of themes encountered in daily life, placing an emphasis on thesis 
and antithesis. The theory they construct claims to be a real-life social 
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psychological interpretation of ideology. Their particular conceptualization of 
ideology originate with their critique of social psychological experimentation. 
The framework begins by arguing that dilemmas emerge out of shared 
beliefs and social values. The response of the person to the dilemma is seen as 
a function of the preconditions of the decision and life experiences brought to 
the dilemma-based situation. Out of the contrary themes that emerge in daily 
interaction is the need for argumentation and discourse. The shared beliefs 
lead to new forms of thought as patterns of discourse dissuade the utility of 
older value sets, or reinforce the stance of the common sense upon which the 
individual traditionally relies. The conclusion places an emphasis on social 
psychology given with an obvious attention to the importance of discourse. 
This discourse is understood only in a social context as dilemmas are a 
function of shared beliefs made manifest through discourse by challenges in 
the social context. 
The framework goes on to distinguish between "lived" ideology and 
"intellectual" ideology. The former refers to the common sense notions found 
in a society. In many ways, this conception reflects what is understood as 
culture, including norms and values. Intellectual ideology is described as 
formalized facts and interpretations usually originating from a philosophical 
school of thought. This form is systemized by intellectuals associated with 
social causes or those promoting a particular Utopian vision. These types of 
ideologies contribute to the dilemma's that Billig describes. Contradictory 
behaviors or acts may occur when "a lived ideology that adjusts one mundane 
belief, and an intellectual ideology that seeks to overturn everyday reality" 
interact to the point of conflict. 
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History is characterized by these particular conflicts. The individual's 
expressions in discourse or debate may reflect the challenge between a lived 
and intellectual ideology. All that occurs in the discourse is a function of 
previous ideologies and in many cases, Billig and his colleagues demonstrate 
that the influences of prior ideologies are subtle or perhaps more 
appropriately, sub-conscious: 
By stressing the dilemmatic and rhetorical nature of thinking, we see 
thinking as inherently social. In fact, thinking is frequently a form of 
dialogue within the individual. . . Yet, the content of the 
dialogue has historical roots, for the concepts involved, and their 
meanings, are constructed through the history of social dialogue and 
debate. In this sense, the social pattern of ideology is mapped on to 
individual consciousness. (28) 
Ideology based on this model is a dynamic, fluid psychological concept that is a 
function of historical influences on the contextual interactions of the human 
existence. 
Summarv 
These various treatments of ideology and political thinking suggest 
several common themes. First, ideology retains certain psychological 
characteristics. That is, ideology as a singular concept can be cast in terms of 
cognitive mental constructs which reflect individual views about the nature of 
power as it is distributed around them. Second, ideology is a construct that is 
time bound. Ideology can be used to characterize certain eras in history or 
capture cultural and social themes which serve as the basis for organizing 
social interactions within that era. Third, ideology can be treated as a 
symbolic mechanism used by certain actors in society to create power 
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differentials within the social structure. Ideology contributes to the 
maintenance of certain power differentials and contributes to the growth or 
development of certain social institutions. Implicit in this conceptualization is 
the symbolic nature of ideology which highlights its propensity for 
manipulation within communicative context within a society. These themes 
are represent broader consistencies that are parsimonious with the theoretical 
descriptions offered by Habermas. Taken in this theoretical context, the 
literature justifiably places an emphasis on context and how the environment 
around situations influences political attitudes and behaviors. 
The Importance of Context to Participation 
C. Wright Mills once concluded that the study of political behavior was a 
such a major preoccupation with social scientists because it was the most 
empirical aspect of politics. Certainly, the study of political behavior has 
occupied a major portion of the research agenda in political science and 
political sociology since the late 1940's. Coser (1966) as well as Bendix and 
Lipset (1966) charted political behavior's prominence in their early 
constructions of the research agenda for political sociology. This assured the 
greater study of the relationship between the individual and politics and in 
many ways was initiated by the works associated with the Columbia school of 
thought relating to politics and the individual (Berelson, Lazarsfeld and 
McPhee 1954). The empirical analysis of political behavior in general has 
spawned a variety of competing conceptualizations all dealing with different 
levels of analysis. 
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In order to assess what impact colonization of the Ufeworld has on 
attitudes, ideology and political thinking, a more specific isolation of concepts 
is needed. A number of recent studies support the claim that there are four (if 
not more) contextual components which are important to understanding 
political participation in general. To begin, the discussion focuses on the 
individual's knowledge, use of information and interest in politics. This is 
followed by the interactional aspects of the political context, namely those 
involving discourse and involvement in other social exchanges such as group 
memberships. Specifically, this analysis looks at what is currently known 
about the relationship between political participation and the following: 
1. political knowledge and information 
2. political interest 
3. engaging in political discourse 
4. the nature of social interactions 
The concept of the contextual components of ideology as outlined to this point 
emphasizes the embedded aspects of political thinking. That is, individual 
views on power in society are a function of their day-to-day experiences. The 
prior analysis also suggests that the contextual aspects of ideology include 
social psychological variables. Given that ideology is a constructed 
understanding of power distributions, the processes contributing to the 
construction are important and indeed understood in the context. The review 
will quickly reveal that in many ways, these components are related and 
interact with one another. 
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Levels of knowledge and information 
Those with higher levels of political information display markedly 
different patterns of political involvement and express different political 
attitudes than those with lower levels of information. In comparing parents 
and their children in a longitudinal cohort study, Jennings and Niemi (1981) 
included political knowledge in a general category they called "political 
resources." Knowledge, operationalized as an understanding of the liberal 
conservative spectrum and knowledge of political facts, increased among the 
youth cohort as they grew older (between 1965 and 1972). Since 1960, political 
knowledge as defined in these terms has apparently become more 
sophisticated (Erikson, Luttbeg and Tedin 1988). Similarly, Inglehart (1990) 
argues that political information is one of several skills that constitute 
"cognitive mobilization" which he positively associates with political behavior 
including voting. These studies highlight the way in which knowledge and 
information play a role as a component in the relationship between the 
individual and political outcomes, whether attitudinal or behavioral. 
How individuals retain and use information and knowledge has been 
described according to a variety of cognitive models. Sniderman, Glaser and 
Griffin (1990) in fact suggest that all voters take short-cuts in processing 
political information and vary in how this knowledge is used. Hamil, Lodge 
and Blake (1985) argue that voters store information, in personally relevant 
mental sets called schémas. Graber (1984) has theorized that these political 
schémas play an important role in how the individual interprets new 
information. The storage of political information and knowledge also tends to 
vary according to a variety of cognitive factors including selective attention to 
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politics (Iyengar 1990), appraisals of candidates (Rahn, Aldrich, Borgida and 
Sullivan 1990), and the presence of "old" political information (Ottati and Wyer 
1990). The contribution of cognitive psychology to understanding political 
information and the various dynamics associated with the acquisition and 
application of political information has resulted in a significant body of 
literature preserving the importance of the information and knowledge 
variable in general political analysis. 
The research in this area points to a common theme; information access 
and processing is a function of context and structure. This is essentially the 
conclusion offered by Huckfeldt and Sprague (1987, 1990) who claim that the 
vote itself is a consequence of an interactive dynamic within structural 
contexts. As a result of several empirical inquiries, they conclude that 
information and political knowledge is affected by the interactive context in 
which it is exchanged. They suggest two important contextual axioms. First, 
the "behavior of individuals is affected by various forms of social influence, but 
the nature and content, of that social influence varies systematically across 
both individuals and contexts," and secondly, "an individual is embedded 
within a particular context, the context structures social interaction patterns, 
political information is conveyed through social interaction, and the individual 
forms a political response based upon this information." This analysis places 
information and knowledge squarely in line of the contextual view of political 
behavior. 
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Participation and political interest 
Participation in politics at a variety of levels is often a function of 
personal interest in politics. For the most part, Americans remain 
uninterested in politics according to some characterizations (Iyengar 1990). 
Inglehart (1990) includes "interest" as a component of cognitive mobilization, 
which corresponds to a variety of forms of political behavior. Much of the 
research that has been completed with regard to political interest has been 
associated with other individual level variables such as attention to political 
information, or support in social networks. Variations in the level of interest 
have occupied much of the analysis conducted to date, 
Jennings and Niemi (1981) treated the concept of political interest as a 
measure of "psychological involvement in politics." Their panel study revealed 
that interest corresponds to increasing age as well as a "cosmopolitan" outlook 
as opposed to a highly localized view of the world. Attention to politics in the 
written and electronic media were also related to level of political interest. 
Those with higher levels of education also tended to report greater interest in 
politics in general. Interest was also, in general, higher for males than 
females. Additionally, Erikson, Luttbeg and Tedin (1988) find support for the 
conclusion that interest tends to correspond to socio-economic status (SES). 
Those with higher SES demonstrates more active interests than those in lower 
strata. Interest also tends to vary according to one's position in the life cycle. 
Upon marriage, young adults tend to demonstrate greater interest 
in politics in general. 
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Participation and political discourse 
The importance of talking about politics to understanding political 
participation was first addressed by Berelson, Lazarsfeld and McPhee (1954) 
when they concluded that people discussing politics with those holding similar 
viewpoints tended to stabilize voting intentions. And as one would predict, 
those who did not report high levels of political conversation were more likely 
to report inconsistent voting patterns. Discourse is important to understanding 
political behavior in that behavior depends upon "knowing the language" of 
politics (Weedon 1987). Research on political discourse has taken a variety of 
directions. 
Individuals that report higher levels of political conversation are more 
likely to be politically active. Inglehart (1990) uses the frequency of engaging in 
political conversations as a measure of political skill, finding discussion rates 
positively correlating with Protestantism, higher levels of capitalist 
development, and higher levels of education, all of which have had some 
correspondence to varying rates of different categories of political 
participation. Knoke (1990) argues that engaging in political discourse is the 
medium by which social influence takes place in social networks. His analysis 
of data from the 1987 General Social Survey demonstrates that individuals who 
engage in high levels of political talk are more likely to vote, persuade others to 
vote in favor a particular candidate, give money or attend a political rally. 
Clearly, discourse is a consistent predictor of certain categories of political 
behavior. 
Research examining this relationship has attempted to isolate the ways 
in which discourse might be affected or identifying the various forces 
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associated with the conversational context. Jennings and Niemi (1981) found 
political talk to be restricted to family settings, suggesting that political 
conversation was often seen as a private matter much like religion. Level of 
political conversation was also higher for those reading the newspaper and 
with spouses. They also concluded that as one ages, the frequency of political 
talk also increases. Straits (1990) corroborated many of these findings and 
theorized that discussion rates vary according to what he called "supply and 
demand forces." Opportunities for political conversation (supply) are affected 
by the presence of friends and family, co-workers, and close personal 
relationships. Individuals who desire political conversation (demand) tend to 
have higher educational status, a greater interest in politics, stronger party 
identity, and high rates of newspaper readership. 
Discourse has also been treated in a broader theoretical frame, 
especially as found in the emerging field of political communication studies 
(Nimmo and Swanson 1990). Pointing to contemporary social theories which 
emphasize the nature of social discourse, Corcoran (1990) finds three general 
strains of analysis characterizing the treatment of "political language." The 
first originates out of multi-disciplinary approaches to linguistics. Political 
linguistics has appeared as a way to understand the patterns of political talk, 
emphasizing the various influences of what traditionally has been seen as 
cultural factors. A second course of analysis has concentrated on the 
relationship between social context and the relationship between "discursive 
practices and political practices." Here the analytical concern focuses on the 
linguistic repertoire of the individual as well as the impact of social norms on 
the nature of political language. A third stream of analysis addresses the 
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symbolic nature of language and politics and how the two inter-relate to 
construct realities or social conceptualizations of power and social 
relationships. Often included is a treatment of how language is used to 
manipulate realities through propaganda or through attention to media 
coverage of political events. These emerging approaches in the study of 
political communication place political discourse high on the research 
agenda. 
Participation and variables effecting interaction 
As implied at various points in the discussion above, the contextual 
nature of political participation in many ways began with the studies 
associated with the Columbia school. The 1954 analysis Voting argued that 
social class, race and party membership were important determinants of 
voting. More recent studies have cast the contextual or interactive nature of 
participation as a function of network membership as well as neighborhood 
structures. Eulau and Rothenberg (1986) described the person as belonging to 
riiultiple political contexts each of which have some importance in 
determining political behavior. The various dimensions of these political 
contexts have been studied more frequently over the past 10 years focusing on 
three levels of social organization relevant to this dissertation: neighborhood, 
work place and groups (Eulau and Rothenberg 1986). Research related to each 
is briefly summarized below. 
Neighborhood The area in which an individual lives has also been 
demonstrated to have some relationship with political participation. This was 
the major impetus of the original Columbia voting studies of citizens in Erie 
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County, Ohio (Lazarsfeld, Berelson and Gaudet 1948) and in New York 
(Berelson, Lazarsfeld and McPhee 1954). More contemporary studies have 
returned to this original argument about the impact of residential setting. 
While finding little support for the view that the residential context as a whole 
necessarily influences individual (letter writing) forms of political 
participation, there is some evidence that residence affects social (informing 
others about politics) participation (Huckfeldt 1979; Huckfeldt and Spra^e 
1987). Others have found that political participation does vary by residential 
context when social status is taken into consideration (Giles, Wright and 
Dantico 1981; Giles and Dantico 1982). Certain aspects such as friendship 
linkages with individuals in the neighborhood do appear to play some role in 
political behavior although our understanding of this relationship remains 
mixed. 
Work Place In light of the fact that millions of American spend their 
daily lives in work organizations, it should come as no surprise that the 
workplace can have significant influences on political attitudes as well as 
various forms of participation. In testing the impact of "everyday" feelings of 
efficacy, Peterson (1990) confirms prior research which finds that much like 
other areas of everyday life, feelings of efficacy at work "spillover" to feelings of 
political efficacy in general, and tend to improve participation. Much of the 
analysis focusing on this relationship has assessed the role work alienation 
plays in participation. Higher job autonomy (Burn and Konrad 1987), 
increased opportunities for job input (Sobel 1984), improved job satisfaction 
(Belli Carpini 1986) as well as union membership (Verba and Nie 1972) have 
all been linked to increased levels of political participation. 
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Groups and Networks Social network research has played an 
increasingly important role in understanding a variety of social behaviors 
(Knoke 1990; Huber 1991). The significance of social network and small group 
memberships to political behavior have been treated in several important 
studies. In general, these studies represent a return to the small group theory 
of politics first presented in the Columbia voting studies, with research slowly 
evolving over the past 20 years to an increasing emphasis on the role of 
networks and groups in understanding political attitudes as well as 
participation. 
In 1981, Miller, Gurin, Gurin and Malanchuk, concluded that "a 
perceived self-location within a particular social stratum, along with a 
psychological feeling of belonging to that particular stratum" had an 
important effect on political attitudes. The authors found that identification 
with a subordinate group promotes participation only when politicized. In 1980 
and 1984, Conover and Feldman argued that cognitive structures which 
explained how individuals organize political information were significantly 
influenced by group identity. They concluded that: 
1. group membership in combination with psychological attachment 
(group identification) produces unique political viewpoints. 
2. groups do influence how individuals will perceive the political world, 
although this varies across group influences and within 
individuals. 
3. change in political attitude can be understood by examining group 
influences on individual political attitudes. 
The synthesis of findings from social psychological research on the concept of 
schémas with research on the influences of group, offered a significant 
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contribution to understanding the importance of the relationship between 
person and groups. 
In a more recent discussion of the emerging group paradigm of political 
behavior, Dennis (1987) suggested that groups serve as a filter for the 
individual, or perhaps even a yardstick by which political stimuli are 
considered. He observes that, "Membership, identification, commitment, likes 
and dislikes, and such, all filter the group through the prism of person-
centered responses." Second he argued that groups have personal meaning 
for individuals. Whether "meaning" refers to an affective or rational 
dimension for the individual is unclear from his analysis. According to 
Dennis, meaning attached to certain memberships has consequences for how 
political information is deemed relevant. Finally, Dennis makes the 
attitudinal-based argument that groups are one of many corollary forces on the 
way individuals respond. This parallels more recent social-psychological 
findings with regard to attitudes in general. For example, the "theory of 
reasoned action" offered by Fishbein and Ajzen (1975) supports the claim that 
attitudes are the function of various factors and recognizes the dynamic nature 
of political attitudes in general. Dennis concludes that the primary influences 
on political attitudes may be group forces. 
In an important recent resurrection of the more sociological model of 
participation, Knoke (1990) concluded that: 
People constantly compare themselves to those whom they have close 
ties and seek to emulate the attitudes and actions of these intimates. 
The recurrent communications within these small, intimate networks 
construct the grand schémas that anchor people to larger social 
systems. The collectively shared thoughts and deeds of network 
members are powerfully compelled toward uniformity by universal 
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desires to conform to group norms and to avoid social sanctions for 
deviant behavior. The consequence of successful mutual persuasion is 
social cohesion or solidarity. (1042) 
Context, Participation and Political Legitimacy 
This review demonstrates the variety of approaches which have been 
constructed to understand political participation. The various consistencies in 
the research outlined here provide a strong rationale for treating participation 
and the attitudes and predispositions leading up to the decision to participate, 
as a function of context, or as Peterson (1990) argues, the politics of everyday 
life. The research summarized in this review treats participation in a variety 
of ways (eg., voting, political discussions, joining groups). A more accurate 
approach would discern the contextual aspects of participation outcomes. 
That is, behaviors such as voting or expressing a political opinion are the 
culmination of the following: 
1. talking about politics; 
2. having interest in politics, which contributes to; 
3. gathering information and knowledge; and 
4. the interactive context which provides opportunities for talking about 
politics, measuring interest, and gathering, exchanging or 
applying political information. 
The empirical linkages between these components and political participation 
strongly indicate that as characteristics of the interaction, each contributes to 
the contextual nature of political thinking and behaving in general. 
The contextual nature of political thinking, has implications for the 
legitimacy of the state. First, knowing that political thinking is a function of 
political talk suggests that talk could be manipulated in various ways to 
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promote continued support of the existing regime or the allocation of power in 
society. Campaign experts often claim that to control or influence political talk 
is what wins campaigns. Second, having an interest in politics also affects 
legitimacy. Arguably, if significant numbers of Americans withdraw their 
support from the political system by engaging in even greater levels of non-
participation, the ability of the state to legitimately pursue certain policy 
options may be tested. Third, modern society is characterized by the 
availability of information at various levels of social organization. Some have 
suggested that this availability has been overwhelming and has anesthetized 
many American into political complacency. A good example of this view is the 
so-called "narcotic effect" hypothesis currently being studied by students of 
mass media. This framework suggests that the individual is "numbed" by 
information overload and becomes apathetic to further attempts at political 
persuasion. State legitimacy will no doubt be influenced by the flow of 
information in society as well as the public attentiveness to that information. 
These preliminary inquiries into the relationship between legitimacy 
and political behavior demonstrate how the contextual level of analysis is an 
important area of focus. Changes in the context of daily living has 
implications for political participation. This has important implications in 
that participation in democratic society is critical to continued legitimacy. 
What now follows is an evaluation of how context can be changed through the 
forces of modernization. The analysis then examines what affect these 
contextual changes have on levels of political participation. 
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CHAPTER m. THE ANALYTICAL STRATEGY FOR LINKING 
CONTEXT AND POLITICS 
Habermas provides a map for locating micro-macro relationships. In 
order to reveal the micro-macro political sociology implicit in his overall 
framework, and based on the preceding argument that ideology and political 
behavior are best understood in a contextual framework, a general model can 
be constructed which describes the impact of modernization on political 
behavior across contexts. 
The epistimology that Habermas suggests would question any attempt to 
apply positivism to social behavior. Admittedly, the overall approach urged by 
Habermas is clearly more qualitative and, in his purist Marxist tone, 
ideological. To take the basic social framework he outlines, however, into the 
empiricist camp he criticizes is a worthwhile endeavor. The basic micro-
macro relationships that are described in his work offer an intriguing 
conceptual vantage point for exploring the social dynamic based on a variety of 
psychological precepts. A more expanded discussion of this epistomological 
transition will be offered later. Let it suffice to say at this point that the 
psychological tenor of what Habermas describes as the "lifeworld" is worthy of 
empirical exploration, especially as it relates to the maintenance of state 
legitimacy. 
This project is an inquiry into the impact of modernity on the social-
psychological dimensions of the strictly political context. The consequences of 
this relationship for political participation are of concern for political 
legitimacy. The methodology for assessing these social patterns utilizes 
techniques focusing on comparing individuals to a group or aggregate 
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statistical mean. While Habermas as well as Rosenberg and others are 
critical of this approach, it is justified here as a way to describe the aggregate 
level impact of social psychological phenomena. 
Hypotheses 
The preceding analysis has demonstrated that there is a strong 
argument for studying different aspects of individual contexts in order to 
develop an understanding of how people create their cognitions of power 
distributions in society. Ideology at the individual level represents an 
individual understanding of power distributions in society. The theoretical 
framework adopted in this project suggests that ideology be understood as a 
process within contexts emphasizing linguistic exchanges. Therefore, 
measures of context which include an assessment of discourse, knowledge 
brought to the exchange, as well as cognitive reflections on power in society, 
would comprise selected contextual components of ideology. 
This study is an empirical application of what Habermas describes as 
social integration in the lifeworld. Specifically, the analysis concentrates on 
developing an argument that all individuals bring certain intellectual and 
discursive tools with them to what is called the ideological context. Various 
aspects of modernization can influence this context, which in turn has 
implications for political participation and state legitimacy. By focusing on 
variations of respondent embeddedness in the colonized lifeworld, analysis can 
be built around the predictive utility of alienation, anomie, and collective 
insecurity. These independent variables comprise a larger macro assessment 
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of what Habermas calls social integration. Therefore, given this claim and in 
light of the contextual arguments offered by Converse, Rosenberg, as well as 
Billig et al., one can confidently outline an argument for a direct relationship 
between social integration and variables that are important in the creation of 
ideology. These variables can then be assessed at the behavioral level by 
examining their impact on political participation, which is treated as the 
dependent variable in the following analysis. 
With economic expansion and rationalization as the larger analytical 
context, the study will test the relationship between variations in social 
integration (obligation, legitimate interpersonal relations, and social 
membership), the components of ideology (political discourse, political 
knowledge, political interest, and applying definitions of power) and political 
participation as traced between 1965 and 1982. It is hypothesized that the. 
following relationships will exist between social integration, the components of 
ideology, and political participation: 
1. collective insecurity (obligation transformed by rationalization) will be 
associated with: 
a) decreases in political discourse 
b) decreased levels of political knowledge 
c) decreased political interest 
d) lower levels of ideological sophistication; and 
e) lower political participation. 
2. anomie (interpersonal relations transformed by rationalization) will be 
associated with: 
a) decreases in political discourse 
b) decreased levels of political knowledge 
c) decreased political interest 
d) lower levels of ideological sophistication; and 
e) lower political participation. 
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3. alienation (social memberships transformed by rationalization) will be 
associated with: 
a) decreases in political discourse 
b) decreased levels of political knowledge 
c) decreased political interest 
d) lower levels of ideological sophistication; and 
e) lower political participation. 
The aggregate contexts to be studied as well as how these concepts are to be 
operationalized in a model are explained in the following discussion. 
Methodology 
The methodology employed in this work has two components. First, a 
historical analysis of the period 1965 though 1982 is presented in order to 
ascertain the degree to which this period can be considered as modern. This 
component of the methodology is designed to test the assumption that the 
respondents included in the second component are part of a modem socio-
historical time and space. The second component focuses more specifically on 
a sample of individuals surveyed at approximately ten year intervals. By 
tracking two cohorts over three decades, there is greater likelihood that the 
importance of variables which Habermas believes are manifestations of 
modernity can be measured. This project, therefore, is a historical 
quantitative analysis which is appropriate for the theoretical context from 
which it is derived. 
The database to be used is a "Youth-Parent Socialization Panel Study" 
(Jennings, Markus, and Niemi 1990) conducted in three waves, beginning in 
1965, then again in 1972 and 1982. The respondents in 1965 were 1,669 high 
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school seniors who were asked a series of questions about the impact of high 
school and family on political attitudes. In 1973,1,119 of the respondents were 
interviewed again, with additional information returned in a mailback survey 
from 229 of the original reispondents. In 1982, 958 of the respondents were 
again interviewed with 62 questionnaires being returned. Parents were also 
interviewed in each of the three waves: 
1965n=l,562 interviewed 
1973n=l,118 interviewed with 62 returned surveys 
1982n= 816 interviewed with 82 returned surveys 
The strength of this database is that it allows for analysis of how life changes 
and socio-historical trends have had an impact on political attitudes and 
reported behavior. The purpose of this project is to track the youth and parent 
cohorts over this seventeen year period while monitoring the processes of 
rationalization in America. 
Operationalizations 
The following discussion is divided into three parts, reflecting the 
general flow of argument offered in this project. The first section discusses 
rationalization as described by Habermas in context of the lifeworid. Based on 
selected interpretations of his work (White 1988; Pusey 1987), three levels of 
social integration are operationalized. Colonization of the lifeworid is 
characterized by transformations or crises. Thus, the research objective here 
is to operationalize selected "crises" in order to test their influence on the 
contextual components of ideology and political behavior. The second section 
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introduces the contextual components of ideology. The social psychological 
components of the ideological dynamic are defined and operationalized for 
analysis. The third section focuses on political behavior. If indeed 
rationalization in American society as measured over a three-decade period 
changes certain aspects of the lifeworld, then corresponding changes in 
behavior should be detected. This is an important test of how rationalization 
impacts political behavior. These three elements of the ensuing discussion 
represent the basic concepts of the model being explored. 
Factor analyses and reliability tests were performed for the variables 
and indexes used in the basic model (see appendices A through D). Jennings 
and Niemi (1981) reported relatively high satisfaction with their own factor 
analysis of the various items used to construct the indexes used in the study. 
One should note, however, that in many instances, these indexes produce low 
alpha scores in a reliability test. Unless otherwise noted, only one index was 
used to operationalize the various dimensions of social integration or political 
context; thus the index was utilized in spite of the low alpha score. Appendix A 
lists all items used in the indexes or variables constructed for the youth cohort, 
including factor loadings based on the factor analysis. Appendix B reports 
similar items for the parent cohort. A review of the control variables as coded 
in the analysis is provided in appendix C. The following discussion will 
address the conceptual and theoretical strength of the operationalizations used 
in the study. 
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Social Integration 
The one dimension of the colonized lifeworld to be studied is the 
dimension of social integration. The three levels of integration (cultural, 
social, and personal) each have unique characteristics. In order to 
operationalize the concepts, the consequences of rationalization for each of the 
three levels are the focus of analysis. That is, variable construction is based on 
questions which assess collective insecurity, anomie, and alienation. 
Collective insecurity, anomie, and alienation are independent variables 
predicting variations in political context which in turn predicts political 
participation: 
collective 
insecurity 
anomie ^ political ^ pol. participation 
context 
alienation 
Figure 2. The conceptual relationship between social integration, political 
context, and political participation 
As operationalized, each concept will be measured on a scale, usually ranging 
from one to three where one is the lower level of the variable. An index can 
thus be used contributing to greater clarity in the regression models to be built. 
Collective insecuritv Habermas implies that obligation and tradition are 
transformed into collective insecurity as a result of rationalization. This 
assumes that there is a sense of "collective" and that insecurity manifests 
itself as a change in the cultural dimension, Marshall (1973) describes a 
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similar process at the cultural level in his definition of citizenship, which he 
conceptualizes as "full membership of a community where membership 
entails participation by individuals in the determination of the conditions of 
their own association." Held (1989), in analyzing contemporary class analyses 
of citizenship, argues that citizenship involves a feeling of belonging to a 
collective in that individuals view themselves as capable of changing their 
political, social, or economic conditions. Implicit in this collective relationship 
is a form of reciprocity between the individual and state. 
Collective security is operationalized in this study by using an existing 
index of civic tolerance constructed in the database. Conceptually, civic 
tolerance as used here represents two aspects of collective insecurity. First, it 
is argued that with increasing levels of insecurity, tolerance for those 
considered "outsiders" will decline. Second, the questions used in constructing 
this index also reflect the extent to which the individual ascribes to the civic 
norm of tolerance and fairness. Civic tolerance measures in many ways the 
adherence to a set doctrine of civic beliefs (e.g., tolerance of other viewpoints, 
the right of others to speak) articulated for the reciprocal relationship between 
state and the citizen. This index reflects the respondent's judgement about the 
legitimacy of certain individuals and groups to engage in particular political 
activities (e.g., protest, speech). Low levels of civic tolerance will be interpreted 
as low levels of collective security. 
The civic tolerance index constructed by Jennings and Niemi is an 
additive index based on responses to three items in the survey (see Appendix A 
and B). The reliability test completed for the index revealed a range of alpha 
scores (one analysis per year) of 0.3737 to 0.4948 (Appendix D). Because of these 
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relatively low reliabilities (alpha scores at 0.6 and above are preferable), a 
factor analysis was completed for the three items in order to determine the 
extent to which each item contributes to the overall index. The results indicate 
that these items do indeed represent one factor, with the loadings ranging 
anywhere from 0.35 to 0.78 for the student sample (Appendix A), and 0.62 to 
0.77 for the parent sample (Appendix B). 
Anomie Durkheim and Merton have played a significant role in 
expanding our understanding of anomie. In the context used by Habermas, 
an emphasis is placed on legitimated social interactions being disrupted 
resulting in anomie. Past operationalizations of anomie have looked at various 
aspects of political and social alienation (Schwartz 1972). Srole (1956) identified 
the psychological dimensions of anomie to include: 
1. leaders are "detached" from meeting individual needs; 
2. the social order is "fickle or unpredictable;" 
3. the individual's ability to achieve personal goals is "retrogressing;" 
4. life is "meaningless"; and 
5. immediate personal relationships are no longer "predictable or 
supportive." 
Based on these arguments, delegitimated interpersonal relations are claimed 
to include low trust in government and a declining sense of political efficacy in 
the political order. In other words, political institutions are viewed as having 
diminished legitimacy by the individual. The indexes (political trust, internal 
political efficacy, and external political efficacy) capture the relationship 
between the individual and the social order in general, especially a normative 
civic order. 
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Anomie will be measured by utilizing three indexes already constructed 
in the database. The first measure of anomie revolves around the concept of 
political efficacy. External efficacy is constructed from responses to questions 
such as "do you feel those in Washington pay attention to what people like you 
think" or "people like me have little say in what goes on in government." The 
variable "internal efficacy" is constructed by Jennings and Niemi based on 
responses to "properties inhering in the individual," such as "my vote counts." 
Efficacy is a good measure of how the individual sees the self in context of a 
political system, which is a relationship ordered around the concept of 
legitimacy. 
Both the internal efficacy index and the external efficacy index are 
composed of two items from the survey (see Appendix A and B). Answering 
positively to both statements is an indication of low (low = 1) efficacy, while 
disagreeing with both statements is an indication of high efficacy (high = 3). 
Reliability alpha scores for the internal efficacy index ranged from 0.2166 to 
0.3176 (Appendix D). The alpha scores for the external efficacy index were 
higher, ranging from 0.5044 to 0.6200. 
Anomie will also be measured by relying upon respondent judgements 
of how well the political order can be trusted. The data-set contains an index of 
political trust based on questions such as "do you think that quite a few of the 
people running the government are dishonest" and "how much of the time do 
you think you can trust the government in Washington to do what is right?" 
The political trust index will reflect the degree of legitimacy respondents give 
to the political order.Reliability scores for the political trust index, which 
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includes five items, were varied, ranging from a low of 0.4338 to a high of 
0.7168 (Appendix D). 
Alienation Social memberships are part of the lifeworld in many ways. 
However, rationalization disrupts these attachments in various forms. For 
example, class- and work-based relationships become increasingly important 
as a result of rationalization (Waisman 1982) in that they become the basis for 
more routine human contacts or environments of interaction. The impact of 
advanced capitalism on work has a spillover effect into other forms of social 
membership. Habermas suggests that this effect is primarily manifested in 
increased levels of alienation in various aspects of life. Habermas approaches 
the concept of alienation in context of immediate social memberships and 
psychological characteristics surrounding these memberships. 
The strongest contemporary definition of alienation has been that 
proposed by Seeman (1959; Roberts 1987), His analysis has operationalized 
alienation to include a state of normlessness, meaninglessness, 
powerlessness, social isolation, and self-estrangement. Other definitions have 
focused on the concept to include separation between the self and the polity 
(Olsen 1978; Schwartz 1973). These variations share at their conceptual base 
the idea that alienation focuses on the detachment of the individual from social 
memberships, which is conceptually in line with the argument offered by 
Habermas. 
The models designed in this analysis will incorporate two measures of 
alienation. An alienation index will first be constructed based on Seeman's 
conceptualization. The variable is an additive index including three items 
assessing self-confidence, three items assessing participation in decision-
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making at work (or in the family for youth in 1965), and three items measuring 
feelings of personal trust. The scores (low = 1 and high = 5) are summed into a 
single index. High sums are receded to represent high alienation (high = 40 or 
30 in 1973. Note also in 1965, the scaling for one question on participation in 
family decision making results in the index maximum of 39 for that year only). 
The overall alpha reliability scores for the alienation index ranged from 
a low score of 0.4427 for the youth cohort in 1965 to a stronger reliability of 
0.6157 for the parent cohort in 1973 (see Appendix D). These items assess 
feelings of powerlessness, self-estrangement, and social estrangement based 
on a variety of items used in the panel data. The decision making items were 
not part of the 1973 survey for either cohort, and thus were not included in the 
alienation index for 1973. 
The second operationalization of alienation to be used is based on a direct 
measure of social memberships. Specifically, an index of group activity is 
developed in order to reflect the respondent's membership in various civic and 
fraternal groups or organizations and the frequency of involvement in these 
organizations. Initially, responses to seven items on involvement in various 
groups were used in constructing an group membership index. Results from 
a factor analysis suggested, however, that these seven items constituted two or 
more factors. Thus, the final index used in the regression models is based on 
five items in the survey (Appendix A and B). Those reporting that they are 
"very active" (high = 4) in civic groups or report membership in other groups 
or organizations are considered to be experiencing low alienation. Those with 
low group involvement (1 = not a member) are coded as experiencing high 
alienation. 
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Summary Structural equation models suggesting the following 
relationships will be used to test the hypothesis that high insecurity, high 
anomie, and high alienation results in variations in the ideological dynamic 
and, ultimately, low political participation: 
civic tolerance 
internal efficacy 
external efficacy 
political trust 
alienation 
involvement in groups 
Figure 3. Variables representing social integration and their conceptual 
relationship with political context and participation 
The political context 
Ideology is operationalized in this study according to research which 
suggests that the concept emerges within an interactive context according to 
the availability of certain cognitive resources. The interactive situational view 
of ideology is important because it establishes the causal foundation for 
understanding how lifeworld will influence changes in the ideological 
dynamic. Ideology, therefore, is defined here as a process of political thinking. 
Political thinking is a culmination of interactive experiences, reflected in how 
often one talks about politics, one's knowledge of politics, level of political 
interest, and whether one is capable of viewing the use of power in society in 
terms of the liberal-conservative perspective. 
^ political 
context 
participation 
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The contextual and discursive aspects of ideology are coterminous in 
many ways. This is reflected in the thinking of Billig et al. (1988) and 
Rosenberg (1988) who persuasively argue that ideology itself must be treated as 
a social psychological process which in many ways underscores the interactive 
and situational nature of political thinking in general. For example, the 
typology presented by Billig et al., distinguishing between "lived" and 
"intellectual" ideologies, suggests that each is made up of certain elements 
which are subject to change given the processes of discourse and interaction. 
This conceptualization parallels the general framework outlined by 
Habermas in several ways. First it emphasizes the discursive aspects of 
ideology as well as its contextual nature in a dialectic. Second, the notion of a 
lived ideology is very similar to the "background horizon," which Habermas 
equates with the concept of lifeworld. Third, at its most basic level, ideology 
expresses how the individual conceptualizes the distribution of power in 
society. For Habermas, "the study of ideology is the study of systematically 
distorted communication" (McLellan 1986). In order to understand what is 
distorted, the social psychological components of ideology must be identified for 
study. 
Four components of the ideology dynamic will be incorporated in the 
structural equation models: engaging in political discourse, political interest, 
political knowledge, and ability to apply the liberal-conservative scale to 
selected attitudes. These components of the ideological dynamic are assumed 
to vary for each individual. 
Eng'asring in political discourse Those individuals who try to influence 
others and frequently discuss politics with their spouse are considered to have 
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different ideological dynamics than those not engaging in these behaviors. The 
emphasis here is on the frequency and opportunity for political discourse. 
The variable discourse is constructed based on responses to two questions, "did 
you talk to someone in your family, some of your friends, or someone where 
your work [about politics]" or "did you talk to any other people and try to show 
them why they should vote one way or another." Youth participating in the 
1965 survey were asked to describe the amount of political conversation in 
which they were engaged (3= several times per week, to 1 = several times per 
year). These three items loaded on one factor, with factor scores of 0.7298, 
0.7113, and 0.6649, suggesting that this index was conceptually strong (1965 
only). Unfortunately, these items were not included in the parent surveys or 
the subsequent youth surveys. 
Surveys conducted for all subsequent years for youth and for all three 
years for the parents asked the respondents if they tried to influence others (yes 
or no). If they responded positively, they were asked to tell who they tried to 
influence. One point was assigned for attempting to influence one other 
person (friend or co-worker),and two points were assigned for attempting to 
influence two individuals (friend and co-worker, or co-worker and family 
member). Persons attempting to contact three or more individuals, including 
participating in a door-to-door canvass, were given a high score of three. A 
second item included in the discourse variables describes the frequency at 
which individuals discuss politics with their spouse and was coded 
accordingly (1 = not often to 3 = often) (single persons would receive zero points 
for this item). These two items were the only way in which discourse could be 
measured in the survey. 
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Political interest One question included in the survey asks respondents 
how much attention they pay to politics in general. Those with a high level of 
political interest (high = 1 and low = 4) are assumably manifesting unique 
psychological dynamics which play a role in the ideological dynamic being 
explored in this study. Thus, a measure of attentiveness to politics is included 
as a fourth component of the ideological context. 
Political knowledge In many ways, how one views politics is based on 
knowledge retained and brought to judge political stimuli. Knowledge also 
reflects interest and attentiveness to a particular component of the. 
environment. The data-set includes a five-item index (eight items were used 
in the 1982 surveys) which was constructed based on the respondent's 
knowledge of government and politics (e.g.,the number of justices on the 
Supreme Court, the name of the respondent's governor, and other factually 
based questions). The sum of correct responses to these questions (1 = low, 5 or 
8 = high) represents overall knowledge. 
Reliability alpha scores for the political knowledge ranging from 0.5098 
to 0.7839. A factor analyses of these items suggests that one factor was 
represented in the items in 1965 and 1973. Analysis for the eight item index in 
1982 revealed more factors. Consistent with the index already constructed in 
the data set, no variables were excluded from the analysis since the existing 
index constructed by the original authors was used. The number of correct 
responses to a series of questions is used as a measure of knowledge about 
politics and government. 
Political thinking as liberal or conservative The second component to be 
included focuses on how the respondent describes American political parties 
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and selected policy positions in terms of a liberal-conservative spectrum. 
Jennings and Niemi used the ideological sophistication scale originally 
constructed by Converse (1964). Specifically, the respondents were categorized 
according to their recognition of the liberal-conservative spectrum, ranging 
from "no apparent recognition" to "recognition and proper matching of the 
labels." The analysis assigns the respondent to a position on a five-point scale 
based on the correctness of responses to questions about the positions of 
American political parties (1 showing low sophistication; 5 showing high 
sophistication). The index has been used extensively over the past 30 years and 
its methodological utility has been debated (a useful review of the literature on 
the appropriateness of this approach is summarized by Rosenberg 1988). The 
index in this database is constructed according to that described by Nie, Verba 
and Petrocik (1976; Appendix 2C). 
For purposes of this project, the ideological sophistication index is used 
to represent an ability to think in terms of the liberal/conservative continuum 
and represent the cognitive sophistication the individual brings to a politically 
relevant political interaction or situation. 
Political participation 
Political participation has been studied extensively. Because of the 
reported relationship between discourse and participation, participation is 
treated as the third component in the path analysis (Lazarsfeld, Berelson, and 
Gaudet 1948; Knoke 1990) as a dependent variable. Research has consistently 
demonstrated that social context surrounding interaction has significant 
bearing on political behavior (Weatherford 1982; Eulau and Rothenberg 1986). 
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For example, the nature of where one resides influences the opportunities for 
engaging neighbors in political activity (Huckfeldt and Sprague 1988). Eulau 
(1980) has argued that context and environment are critical to understanding 
how political attitudes are formed. This provides a strong rationale for 
treating the components of the ideological dynamic as contextual activity, 
predicting various levels of participation. 
Political participation has been operationalized in many ways. Milbrath 
and Goel (1972) identified a hierarchy of "modes of participation" ranging from 
the apathetic to the active: 
Apathetics inactive 
Spectators voters and patriots 
Gladiators contact specialists 
communicators 
party and campaign workers 
community activists 
protestors 
More generalized modes of participation are examined in this study. While the 
database includes a participation index, a scale which excludes political 
discourse will be constructed. This index will include items such as voting in 
presidential and congressional elections, giving money to candidates, 
participating in protests, as well as other individual items of participation. 
Political participation is the critical dependent variable in the overall analysis. 
The index of political activity used in the data set reflects the common 
practice of including political discourse as a measure of political activity. For 
purposes of this project, discourse is excluded from a separate index 
constructed in the analysis. This index adds positive (yes as opposed to no) 
6 0  
responses to all items in the survey inquiring about involvement in various 
activities. Political activity for the youth cohort in 1965 is reflected in a pre-
constructed index of school-based political activity. This index is a score of 
positive responses to questions about involvement in school elections, 
government, and school clubs and is used in the analysis. 
There are seven items included in the parent survey for 1965. The index 
of political activity for all subsequent years incorporates ten items (see 
Appendix A and B). Traditionally, voting has been eliminated from this type of 
index. The factor analysis completed in fact confirmed that voting tends to 
stand alone as a single factor. However, for purposes of defining political 
legitimacy to include a fiill range of types of political participation, voting is 
included in the participation index. Based on alpha scores for this new scale 
(ranging from 0.68 to 0.74), the items appear to be fairly reliable indicators of 
overall involvement and are, therefore, maintained in the index for purposes of 
this study. 
The influences of sex, race, education and income 
Four control variables will be included in the analysis: sex, race, 
education, and family income. Prior models of political behavior have found 
that these particular variables may be significant in predicting political 
participation. Moreover, sex and race do appear to influence engaging in 
political discourse (Knoke 1990). Interest and knowledge are associated with 
education (Jennings and Niemi 1981). Income as an indicator of socio­
economic status also has implications for participation as well as knowledge 
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and interest (Peterson 1990). These four variables will be included in the 
structural equations built for the main portion of the analysis. 
The control variables are included in the data set used in the analysis. 
Caution should be used in interpreting the impact of race on the model since 
there were very few non-whites participating in the cohort study conducted by 
Jennings and Niemi. The total number of non-whites in the parent cohort was 
133 (whites= 1,046). Total non-whites participating in the youth cohort was 120 
(non-whites= 1,228). Dummy codes were used to represent the white (=0) and 
non-white (=1) dichotomy. Males and females were represented fairly equally 
in the samples (parent cohort: male n=491, female n=688; youth cohort: male 
n=672, female n=676). Dummy codes were also used (male= 1) for this variable 
(see Appendix C). 
The education variable posed a number of difficulties in the analysis. In 
1965, parents were asked their level of educational achievement. Responses 
included everything from no or one grade completed (coded 0 or 11) to 
completion of an advanced degree such as a PhD or LLB (coded 83 to 87). For 
purposes of this analysis, the responses were coded to distinguish between 
those who attended at least some college and those that did not enter college. 
In 1973, parents and youth are asked if they completed any education since 
1965. In the survey, responses were divided into three categories: no college, 
some college, bachelors degree or higher. Those attending some college or 
completed a degree program were coded as 1 in this analysis and those not 
attending college were coded as 0. Because the 1982 cohorts were part of a 
separate system file, prior education (such as a degree earned before 1973) was 
not available in the 1982 analysis. The only item measuring education in the 
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1982 surveys of youth and parents asked if respondents had completed any 
education since 1973. In order to keep the measure of education across time 
fairly consistent, education is not used as a control variable for either cohort in 
the 1982 analysis. Thus, education is used only in the 1965 and 1973 analysis 
for parents and in the 1973 analysis for youth. 
Income is measured in the survey as estimated income from the 
previous year. In 1965, responses were divided into 18 categories. Family 
income was grouped into 22 categories in subsequent years. Thus, the income 
variable is treated in this analysis as a continuous variable, with 1 
representing low income and 18 or 22 representing high income (see 
Appendix A). 
Summary 
Based on the theoretical constructs derived from Habermas and the 
research tradition serving as the foundation for understanding modernization 
in capitalist economies, ideological components, and political behavior, a 
model can be designed linking these various macro and micro concepts. The 
focus of this project is to test the relationships between colonization 
(a consequence of modernization), the contextual components of the ideological 
dynamic, and political participation. It will be argued that these relationships 
have important implications for the ability of the state to maintain legitimacy. 
This project begins by inquiring into the causal relationships between 
the colonized lifeworld, the components of the political context, and political 
participation. Participation as an operationalization of legitimacy requires 
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that analysis begin with aggregate understandings of causal patterns. The 
model envisioned suggests that historical influences have implications for the 
processes of social integration. This historical dimension is included in the 
analysis by comparing the associations between social integration and the 
ideological context and political participation over three decades (1960's, 1970's, 
and 1980's). The model posits the following relationships: 
civic tolerance 
political discourse 
internal efficacy" 
external efficacy ^ political interest 
participation 
political trust 
political knowledge 
alienation 
ideological sophistication 
inv in groups 
Figure 4. The proposed path model linking social integration, political context, 
and participation 
This type of model lends itself to the application of structural equation models 
and regression statistics. The relationships in these models will be compared 
at three points in time (1965,1973, and 1982) for two age cohorts (youth and 
parents). This will allow for testing the general hypothesis that increased 
forces of rationalization in society produce colonization of the lifeworld. 
Colonization is operationalized in this data-set around constructed indices 
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(e.g., political efficacy, personal and political trust, self-confidence, political 
activity, etc.). These approximations of the concepts used by Habermas will 
offer an important test of his overall argument about modernization, or 
colonization of the lifeworld. 
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CHAPTER IV. THE EMPIRICAL LINKAGE: 
RATIONALIZATION, LIFEWORLD AND POLITICS 
To establish the importance of the social psychological dimensions in the 
political context which influence political behavior, the variables included in 
the analysis represent selected aspects of political thinking and cognition 
brought to human interactions. Interest in politics, knowledge, the political 
sophistication of the individual, and the degree to which politics is discussed 
are just a few of the critical elements found in the political interaction. The 
question is, to what extent are these resources associated with political 
participation? Additionally, the question is raised about the extent to which 
these contextual aspects of political thinking can be influenced by structural 
dynamics, such as historical influences and economic forces. That is, can the 
effects of modernity as manifested as crises in the life world influence political 
context and participation? 
Discussion of the hypothesized relationships described in chapter five 
are presented in the following analysis. The discussion begins with a general 
description of the variables being studied for each of the three decades. This 
satisfies the more general question of whether or not an empirical argument 
can be made regarding the relationships between the colonized lifeworld, 
ideological context and political participation. The chapter provides 
descriptive data on the variables studied as well as correlations between 
variables. By tracking the association between the colonized lifeworld, political 
context and participation over 30 years, historical and structural forces may be 
revealed as important to understanding changes in the overall model. Did 
alienation increase between 1965 and 1982? Did the level of political discourse 
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change? These and other questions are considered in this and subsequent 
chapters. 
Social Integration 
Habermas believes that the lifeworld tainted by the effects of modernity is 
characterized by crises. The crises examined here focus on the dimension of 
the lifeworld called social integration. A critical first step in this project is to 
link what Habermas believes are the cultural, societal, and individual levels of 
the lifeworld. By combining these elements of integration into one category 
(social integration) micro and macro aspects of modernity can be studied. 
Collective insecurity, anomie and alienation constitute the crises experienced 
at the social integration dimension of the modernized lifeworld. 
Collective insecurity 
Civic tolerance was used as an indicator of collective insecurity. The 
pluralistic notion of tolerating opposing views is a basic civic doctrine allegedly 
part of the American political culture. In this sense, civic tolerance is treated 
as a normative or cultural variable, with high degrees of tolerance 
representing a greater sense of obligation to the tradition. The mean for civic 
tolerance is reported in Table 3, which indicates that tolerance increased 
slightly in 1973 and then declined again in 1982. In comparing the two 
cohorts, parental adherence to civic tolerance was less than the reported 
tolerance of their children. The mean tolerance score for the youth cohort 
increases between 1965 and 1973, but declines slightly by 1982 (range is 1 to 4). 
Table 3. Mean and standard deviations for variables used in models, by cohort and year 
PARENTS 
1965 1973 1982 
Variable M Sid Dev Range M Std Dev Range M Std Dev Range 
civic toieranc 2.05 0.69 1 to 4 2.75 1.03 1 to 4 2.62 1.00 1 to 4 
ext efficacy 2.43 0.79 1 to 3 2.81 1.98 1 to 3 2.13 0.83 1 to 3 
int efficacy 1.80 0.77 1 to 3 1.79 1.14 1 to 3 1.61 0.69 1 to 3 
pol trust 3.23 1.58 1 to 6 2.99 1.43 1 to 6 2.46 1.26 1 to 6 
alienation 18.09 7.20 1 to 40 13.55 6.08 1 to 30 17.74 7.53 1 to 40 
inv in groups 1.84 2.12 1 to 15 1.80 2.12 1 to 15 1.45 1.74 1 to 15 
discourse 2.14 1.71 1 to 8 2.28 1.93 1 to 8 1.98 1.94 1 to 8 
interest 3.22 0.94 1 to 4 3.34 0.86 1 to 4 3.39 0.85 1 to 4 
knowledge 4.73 1.39 1 to 7 4.75 1.44 1 to 7 5.92 1.91 1 to 7 
ideol soptiist 2.83 1.57 1 to 5 3.10 1.54 1 to 5 3.54 1.96 1 to 5 
pol activity 2.13 1.69 1 to 10 3.29 . 2;15 1 to 10 3.54 1.96 1 to 10 
sex 0.42 0.49 0 to 1 0.42 0.49 0 to 1 0.39 0.49 0 to 1 
race 0.89 0.32 1 to 3 0.88 0.32 1 to 3 0.89 0.31 1 to 3 
education 0.24 0.23 0 to 1 0.40 0.49 0 to 1 na 
income 12.37 4.11 1 to 18 12.37 4.11 1 to 22 11.76 18.16 1 to 22 
I MJIJg 
I 
Table 3. continued 
YOUTH 
1965 1973 1982 
Variable M Std Dev Range M Std Dev Range M Std Dev Range 
civic toieranc 2.71 0.92 1 to 4 3.19 0.96 1 ta 4 3.09 0.89 1 to 4 
ext efficacy na na 1 to 3 1.92 1.46 1 to 3 2.33 0.78 1 to 3 
int efficacy 2.09 0.74 1 to 3 1.96 0.74 1 to 3 2.00 0.74 1 to 3 
pol trust 4.43 1.45 1 to 6 3.00 1.39 1 to 6 2.55 1.27 1 to 6 
alienation 21.12 5.93 1 to 39 14.77 6.51 1 to 30 20.56 7.91 1 to 40 
inv in groups 2.24 3.44 1 to 15 1.15 1.83 1 to 15 1.84 2.36 1 to 15 
discourse 4.91 2.19 1 to 8 2.21 2.09 1 to 8 2.51 3.54 1 to 8 
interest 3.25 0.75 1 to 4 3.29 0.80 1 to 4 3.30 0.81 1 to 4 
knowledge 4.61 1.51 1 to 7 4.69 1.50 1 to 7 6.28 1.81 1 to 7 
ideol sophist 2.71 1.63 1 to 5 3.42 1.56 1 to 5 3.42 1.45 1 to 5 
pol activity 2.94 1.69 1 to 10 3.67 2.59 1 to 10 4.06 2.37 1 to 10 
sex 0.50 0.50 0 to 1 0.49 0.50 0 to 1 0.49 0.50 0 to 1 
education na 0.37 0.48 0 to 1 na 
race 0.98 0.66 1 to 3 0.91 0.28 1 to 3 0.91 0.28 1 to 3 
income na 11.77 3.62 1 to 18 10.69 11.14 1 to 22 
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These results would appear to parallel recent studies on tolerance in 
American society. Erikson, Luttbeg and Tedin (1988) report that between 1954 
and 1985, "there has been a substantial increase in political tolerance. . 
Sullivan, Pierson and Marcus (1982) argue, however, that this measure is 
somewhat misleading in that it does not control for content. Their own study 
finds that tolerance of "least-liked groups" has not improved since 1954. They 
conclude that education has done little to contribute to an improvement of 
tolerating outside groups, concluding that Americans do not support the 
democratic rights of perceived outsiders. They describe this period, in 
American history as one of "pluralistic intolerance." 
In light of these previous works and the data presented above, it may 
appear that the effects of modernity have not seriously eroded civic tolerance in 
general. The impact of changes in tolerance have may be more recent (1980's). 
Manifestations of a less tolerant pattern may be suggested by increased racial 
tensions in the country and reports of racism, sexism and homophobia on 
college campuses and in the general population during the late 1980's. One 
might have predicted that the battle for civil rights, equal rights for women 
and the extension of the voting franchise to 18 year olds would have occurred in 
a period of rising civic tolerance. The data would suggest this may not be the 
case. 
Anomie 
Anomie, or the lack of recognition of legitimately ordered relationships 
was defined in this analysis as part of the relationship between individual and 
the state. Feelings of political efficacy and political trust are used as indicators 
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of the extent to which this relationship continues to hold legitimacy for the 
individual. As a result of modernization, a declining sense of efficacy would 
lead to the conclusion that the relationship between the state and the 
individual has some how been questioned. Similarly, lower levels of trust in 
government would represent a shift in this micro-macro relationship. 
When comparing the means for the three indicators of anomie, a variety 
of patterns emerge (Table 3). Consistent with previous findings (Erikson, 
Luttbeg and Tedin 1988) political trust declined during the period studied 
among both cohorts (political trust index range is 1-6). Youth report higher 
levels of trust as seniors in high school. By 1973, their faith in the political 
system had declined rather dramatically (mean of 4.43 to 3.00). Feelings of 
internal political efficacy (range of 1-3) were relatively stable in 1965 and 1973, 
but declined slightly in 1982. The mean internal efficacy rating for the youth 
cohort declined between 1965 and 1973, and then rose slightly in 1982. Parents 
indicated a rise in external efficacy (range of 1-3) in 1973, which appears 
temporary in light of the decline reported by 1982. The youth cohort, however, 
indicated an increase in their sense of external efficacy between 1973 and 1982. 
Overall, the parent cohort reported strong feelings of efficacy, especially in 1973 
(mean=2.81). 
Other research has confirmed the pattern of overall decline in trust and 
efficacy in the 1960's and 1970's. More recent studies are suggesting that the 
Reagan presidency has restored some faith in government in the 1980's. In 
general, however, these trends support the conclusion that modernity does 
indeed seem to affect the ordering of legitimate personal relationships. In 
other words, the exchange between citizen and government is based on 
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legitimacy, which has to be recognized by the individual. This is a truly 
"social" relationship between individual and institution. Almond and Verba 
(1965) argued that the "civic culture" emphasized trust and efficacy, much as 
synonymous concepts. The decline of this relationship since 1965 was fueled by 
the experiences of Vietnam and Watergate. In a later analysis, Almond and 
Verba would conclude that only 22% of the American population would match 
the requirements of "ideal citizen" (1980). The data here are somewhat mixed. 
The mean political trust scores for both cohorts decline over time. Internal 
efficacy, however, seems to be rather steady with slight declines for the parent 
cohort. 
Alienation 
The concept of alienation has held prominence in a variety of research 
traditions in the social sciences. In this sense, a variety of definitions have 
been crafted which are based on changes in individual attitudes and feelings. 
Alienation as used in this analysis represents self-confidence of the 
respondent, the extent to which the individual is involved in decision making 
at work, and the degree to which the respondent trusts others (a scale of 1 "low 
alienation" to 40 "high alienation 'in 1965 and 1982; and 1 "low alienation" to 
30 "high alienation" in 1973 since the 1973 data sets did not include questions 
on decision making). The second indicator of alienation used in the analysis is 
a more literal measurement of social membership; an index of activity in 
groups (a scale of 1 to 15). Both variables establish the degree to which the 
individual belongs to socially recognized activities based on work, 
interpersonal relationships, and community memberships. 
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As traced in Table 3, the mean level of alienation and involvement in 
groups for the two cohorts differs. Because a measure of involvement in 
decision making was unavailable for 1973, the alienation index for both cohorts 
in 1973 excludes two additional questions creating a lower score. In 
comparing the 1965 (18.09 for parents and 21.12 for youth) and 1982 (17.74 for 
parents and 20.56 for youth) means for alienation, there appears to have been 
little change in the mean alienation indicator. 
By examining respondent activity in groups additional insight into 
belonging and social membership for the two cohorts can be assessed over 
time. Overall, the means for both cohorts on the 15 point scale would suggest 
that individuals at best may be a member of one or two organizations, but 
described themselves as "not active." The youth cohort demonstrates a drop in 
overall activity between 1965 (mean = 2.24) and 1973 (mean = 1.15). By 1982, 
however, the mean increases to a higher level (1.84) than that in 1965. 
Graduating from high school no doubt changes the number of structured 
memberships available to this cohort as well as the peer interactions in high 
school which might encourage club memberships. The parental cohort 
reports a steady drop in group membership over the 17 year period to a low in 
1982. 
Clearly, as students graduate from high school there are less 
opportunities for involvement and perhaps less of an emphasis placed on 
joining clubs or organizations. Consistent with arguments related to the 
communal ties of modern societies, one could also conclude that after high 
school, the members of this cohort entered the more common pattern of 
multiple memberships with varying qualities. The issue is one of quantity over 
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quality, where individuals join one or two clubs and remain highly active in 
that organization rather than belonging to a large number of groups. 
Marrying and raising a family may also account for fewer social 
memberships. This would certainly explain the general drop in group 
memberships for the youth cohort after 1965. Yorburg (1983) found that 
changing employment opportunities brought on by an expanding economy has 
contributed to breaking ties with immediate family. Mobility and the 
accessibility to mass communications has increased since 1965, which may 
help explain the decline in belonging for the oldest cohort. Many of these 
changes have been associated with the post-WWII era which would include 
the parent cohort in this study (Gordon 1983). The decline in membership for 
the parental cohort may also reflect the influences of aging, with fewer 
attempts at joining as one gets older. Attention should be given to the fact that 
these results are based on a purely quantitative indicator, and unfortunately, 
allows no understanding of the quality of the memberships. 
The decrease in memberships would predictably parallel greater 
feelings of alienation which Habermas suggests is characteristic of the 
rationalized society. Related to the general notion of belonging are the concepts 
of self-confidence, involvement in decisions that affect the individual, and 
personal trust, each of which are used in the alienation index constructed in 
the analysis. Yankelovich (1981) would suggest that the American citizen has 
indeed struggled with emerging personal identities since 1965 , which would 
have an impact on self-concept. He notes, for example, that the experiences of 
the "sexual revolution" and the feminist movement have linkages to 
alterations in traditional gender identity and human relationships in general. 
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Ver off (1981) also traces a greater infatuation with self-concept during the 
period 1957 to 1976. Hancock (1986) has developed a theory of loneliness which 
he believes is a parallel phenomena with an increase in rationalization of self, 
an objectification of self-worth and a rigidity parallel to that of bureaucracies 
and work. These are validations of the many changes in the individual 
brought on by rationalization. 
Inter-relationships within social integration 
One would predict that each year there would be significant associations 
among these six variables as they all represent the larger concept of social 
integration changed by rationalization. The Pearson correlations between 
these variables provides a method by which to assess the relationships between 
the variables. Tables 4 (parents) and 5 (youth) report the correlations for the 
two cohorts for the three years. The first line next to each variable represents 
results from 1965; line 2 under that variable is data from 1973; and line 3 
reports results for 1982. 
The strongest correlations appear between internal political efficacy and 
civic tolerance (fi-om 0.275 to 0.3864 for youth; 0.1129 to 0.3046 for parents). The 
strength of the correlation also increases over time, although the youth cohort 
exhibits a decline in 1973 and then rises to its highest level by 1982. External 
political efficacy and political trust also correlate significantly and exhibit a 
similar pattern over the 17 year period. By 1982, both cohorts demonstrate a 
higher correlation (0.3862 for parents and 0.3704 for youth). Modest, 
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Table 4. Pearson's correlations for social integration, political context and participation, for pan 
CIVIC TOL EXTEPF INT EPF POLTRUST ALIENATION INV IN GRPS 
CIVIC TOL 
EXTEPF 
INTEFP 
POL TRUST 
ALIENATION 
INV IN GRPS 
DISCOURSE 
INTEREST 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
0.1965*** 
0.0360 
0.2132*** 
0.2402*** 
0.1129*** 
0.3046*** 
0.0707** 
0.0001 
0.0503 
-0.0487* 
-0.2244*** 
-0.1707*** 
0.0622* 
0.0819** 
0.0903** 
0.1995*** 
0.2392*" 
0.3026*** 
0.1601***  
0.2922*" 
0.2456*** 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
0.3303*** 
0.2285*** 
0.3391*** 
0.2404*" 
0,0767** 
0.3862*** 
-0.1922*** 
-0.0782*** 
-0.2579*** 
0.1453** 
0.0634* 
0.1579** 
0.2164*** 
0.1494*** 
0.1859*** 
0.2496*** 
0.0543*** 
0.2206*" 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
0.0795*** 
0.0335 
0.1299*** 
-0.1824'* 
-0.0664** 
-0.1522**' 
0.1398" 
0.0671* 
0.1114" 
0.3167*** 
0.0895*" 
0.3103*** 
0.3180*** 
0.0695** 
0.2116***  
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
-0.1406*** 
-0.1685*** 
-0.2126'*" 
0.0391 
0.0674" 
0.0536 
-0.0196 
-0.0073 
0.0077 
0.0410 
0.0391 
0.0510 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
-0.1427"" 
-0.1772"" 
-0.0676" 
-0.1696""" 
-0.1863""" 
-0.1268*** 
-0.1162**" 
-0.1811""" 
-0.1212""" 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
0.1892"" 
0.1093"" 
0.2000** 
0.1834** 
0.1477*" 
0.0897"" 

tlitical context and participation, for parents by year 
TRUST ALIENATION INV IN GRPS DISCOURSE INTEREST KNOVWHXSE IDEOLSOPH POLPARTICIP NCOME 
00 
00 
00 
.1406'" 
.1685'" 
.2126"' 
91 
174* 
36 
196 
073 
77 
10 
91 
10 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
-0.1427" 1.0000 
-0.1772" 1.0000 
-0.0676' 1.0000 
-0.1696'" 0.1892" 
-0.1863'" 0.1093" 
-0.1268'" 0.2000" 
-0.1162"' 0.1834" 
-0.1811*" 0.1477" 
-0.1212'" 0.0897" 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
0.4344'" 1.0000 
0.2695"' 1.0000 
0.3420'" 1.0000 

rear 
INTEREST KNOWLEDGE IDEOLSOPH POL PARTICIP INCOME EDUC RACE SEX 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
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Table 4. continued 
KN0WLSX3E 
IDEOLSOPH 
POL PARTICIP 
MCOME 
BXC 
RACE 
SEX 
0.2628 — 
0.4809"* 
0.4658*** 
0.2458"* 
0.3587*** 
0.3706*** 
0.1852*** 
0.3545*** 
0.3487*** 
0.1902** 
0.3485** 
0.0193 
0.2570** 
0.3639** 
na 
-0.0137 
0.1508** 
0.0917** 
0.1460** 
0.1731** 
0.1746** 
0.2496*** 
0.0690*** 
0.1917*** 
0.1976*** 
0.0697**" 
0.2113*** 
0.2194""" 
0.0091 
0.2589*** 
0.2685** 
0.1022** 
-0.0083 
0.2022** 
0.1693** 
0.0092 
0.0932"" 
0.1076"" 
0.0691" 
-0.0071 
0.0582 
0.3800""" 
0.1422""* 
0.3698*** 
0.2780*** 
0.1144*** 
0.2928*** 
0.2938*** 
0.1751*** 
0.3335*** 
0.3358** 
0.0810** 
-0.0066 
0.3219" 
0.1226** 
0.0269 
0.0329 
0.1635** 
0.1200** 
0.0189 
0.1254** 
0.0196 
0.0139 
•0.0060 
0.0174 
0.0532* 
0.0052 
0.0096 
0.0045 
0.0257 
-0.0021 
0.0333 
0.0026 
0.0160 
0.0438 
-0.0598* 
0.0590" 
0.0833" 
0.0350 
0.0107 
0.0196 
-0.1798"** 
-0.2686*** 
-0.2075*** 
-0.1352**' 
-0.1715*** 
-0.1899*** 
-0.1373*** 
-0.2246*** 
-0.1645*** 
-0.2518** 
-0.3449* 
-0.0035 
0.1 148" 
0.2633** 
•0.0339 
•0.2775** 
-0.2474** 
0.1439** 
-0.0664* 
-0.0230 
0.0808** 
0.1092** 
0.1503** 
0.1560** 
0.1782** 
0.1717** 
0.3103** 
0.3132** 
0.2583'* 
0.1673** 
0.1897" 
0.1019** 
0.2853" 
0.2298" 
-0.0436 
-0.0851 
0.0261 
-0.0438 
•0.0499 
0.0222 
'p<0.05 **p<0.01 ***p<0.001 

-0.1798*" 
-0.2686"* 
-0.2075**' 
0.0808** 
0.1092" 
0.1503** 
0.3612"" 
0.3196"*" 
0.3800**' 
0.3888** 
0.3770** 
0.3529"* 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
-0.1352* 
-0.1715* 
-0.1899* 
0.1560** 
0.1782** 
0.1717** 
0.3086*" 
0.2912*" 
0.3632*** 
0.3017** 
0.3461** 
0.3063** 
0.4257"' 
0.4890'" 
0.4739'" 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
-0.1373* 
-0.2246' 
-0.1645* 
0.3103** 
0.3132** 
0.2583" 
0.5076'" 
0.4924*" 
0.5673*" 
0.3714** 
0.4099" 
0.4033" 
0.3299"* 
0.4959"** 
0.4183*** 
0.3203* 
0.4334* 
0.3769* 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
-0.2518** 
-0.3449" 
•0.0035 
0.1673** 
0.1897** 
0.1019" 
0.3808"" 
0.3713"" 
0.0729* 
0.2967"" 
0.2116"" 
-0.0292 . 
0.3918** 
0.3954** 
•0.0242 
0.2521* 
0.2764* 
-0.0011 
0.3401" 
0.3763* 
0.0317 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
0.1148" 
0.2633*" 
0.2853'" 
0.2298** 
0.2842** 
0.1791** 
0.2422* 
0.2447"* 
0.3683"" 
0.4039"" 
0.2915" 
0.3231" 
0.3027" 
0.3576* 
0.3681* 
0.3981" 
1.0000 
1.0000 
•0.0339 
•0.2775** 
•0.2474** 
•0.0436 
-0.0851* 
0.0261 
0.0203 
0.1267** 
0.1040** 
-0.0441 
0.0837** 
0.0432 
0.1463" 
0.2988* 
0.2798* 
-0.0223 
0.1041** 
0.1283*" 
0.0000 
0.0919** 
0.0494 
0.1042"* 
0.2816** 
-0.1197** 
0.0011 
-0.2698 
0.0110 
0.1439** 
-0.0664* 
-0.0230 
-0.0438 
-0.0499 
0.0222 
0.2224** 
0.2413** 
0.2152** 
0.2344** 
0.1562** 
0.1357** 
0.2586* 
0.2630* 
0.2602* 
0.1420"" 
0.1783"" 
0.1946"" 
0.1389"" 
0.1876"" 
0.2137"" 
0.1875"" 
0.2014"* 
-0.1197"" 
-0.1347 
0.0065 
0.1446 

0.38B8"* 
0.3770*** 
0.3529*** 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
0.3017*** 
0.3461*** 
0.3063*** 
0.3714*** 
0.4099*** 
0.4033*** 
0.2967** 
0.2116** 
•0.0292 
0.2422* 
0.2447** 
-0.0441 
0.0837** 
0.0432 
0.2344** 
0.1562** 
0.1357** 
0.4257*** 1.0000 
0.4890*** 1.0000 
0.4739*** 1.0000 
0.3299*** 
0.4959*** 
0.4183*** 
0.3203*** 
0.4334*** 
0.3769**' 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
0.3918** 
0.3954** 
-0.0242 
0.2521* 
0.2764* 
-0.0011 
0.3401* 
0.3763* 
0.0317 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
0.3683** 
0.4039** 
0.2915** 
0.3231** 
0.3027* 
0.3576* 
0.3681** 
0.3981** 
1.0000 
1.0000 
0.1463** 
0.2988** 
0.2798** 
-0.0223 
0.1041" 
0.1283** 
0.0000 
0.0919* 
0.0494 
0.1042** 
0.2816** 
-0.1197* 
0.0011 
-0.2698* 
0.0110 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
0.2586" 
0.2630" 
0.2602** 
0.1420** 
0.1783** 
0.1946** 
0.1389* 
0.1876* 
0.2137* 
0.1875** 
0.2014** 
-0.1197* 
-0.1347* 
0.0065 
0.1446 
0.0269 
0.0456 
-0.0070 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
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Table 5. Pearson's correlations for social integration, political context and participation, for you 
CIVIC TOL EXTEFF INT EPF POL TRUST ALIENATION INV IN GRPS 
CIVIC TOL 
EXT EPF 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
INT EPF 
POL TRUST 
ALIENATION 
INV IN GRPS 
DISCOURSE 
INTEREST 
0.0397 
0.1614** 
0.275*** 
0.2796*** 
0.3864*** 
-0.0236 
-0.1516** 
0.0015 
-0.0928" 
-0.1300** 
-0.0895** 
0.0007 
0.0100 
-0.0502 
0.1548*** 
0.1659*** 
0.1513*** 
0.1759*** 
0.2025'** 
0.1993"* 
1.0000 
1.0000 
0.1173*** 
0.3077*** 
0.2775*** 
0.3704*** 
-0.1029"* 
•0.2483*** 
0.2706** 
0.0608* 
0.3454*** 
0.1174*"* 
0.0315 
0.1898*** 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
0.0903*** 
0.0065 
0.0989*** 
-0.1413*** 
-0.1731"* 
-.01640*** 
0.0476 
0.0658* 
0.0464 
0.1512*** 
0.1997*** 
0.1544*** 
0.2486*** 
0.2365*** 
0.2754*** 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
-0.2222*** 
-0.2468**" 
-0.1856"* 
-0.0431 
0.876** 
0.0805** 
-0.0511" 
-0.4470 
0.0261 
0.0039 
-.0.0671*" 
0.0218 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
-0.0394 
-0.0735** 
0.0163 
-0.0432 
-0.0770*"' 
0.0089 
-0.1548"" 
-0.1298**' 
-0.0680** 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
0.2209"*" 
0.1977** 
0.0956*" 
0.1650*** 
0.0265 
0.0716" 
; 
>ntext and participation, for youth by year 
ALIENATION INV IN GRPS DISCOURSE INTEREST KNOWLEDGE IDEOLSOPH POL PARTICIP INCOME BXC 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
•0.0394 
-0.0735" 
0.0163 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
-0.0432 
-0.0770*" 
0.0089 
0.2209"' 
0.1977" 
0.0956" 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
-0.1548"* 
-0.1298"* 
-0.0680** 
0.1650*** 
0.0265 
0.0716* 
0.3687* 
0.2896* 
0.2266* 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 

ar 
INTEREST KNOWLEDGE IDEOLSOPH POL PARTICIP INCOME BXJC RACE SEX 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
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Table 5. continued 
KNQWIHDGE 
IDEOLSOPH 
POLPARTICIP 
fKCME 
BXJC 
RACE 
SEX 
0.3325 — 
0.3723'"" 
0.4868"'" 
0.2213""" 
0.3151'" 
0.3661'" 
0.1123**" 
0.2516""* 
0.2813*"" 
MA 
-0.0261 
0.0160 
NA 
.3665" 
NA 
-0.0271 
0.0179 
.1068" 
.1208*'  
.2290" 
.1759" 
0.1007*** 
0.1692*** 
0.1043*** 
0.1262*** 
0.1458*** 
0.2228*** 
0.1019'* 
6.0430 
0.0303 
0.0503 
0.0959"" 
-0.0514 
0.0207 
0.2793""* 
0.3124*** 
0.3590*** 
0.1896*** 
0.2545*** 
0.3027*** 
0.1390*** 
0.2857*** 
0.2953*** 
0.0484 
0.0303 
0.3081** 
0.0454 
0.1413" 
0.0571 
0.0599* 
0.1742** 
0.1536** 
-0.0603" 
-0.1213" 
0.0150 
-0.0838** 
-0;i782** 
-0.0283 
-0.0321 
-0.0768** 
0.056* 
0.0149* 
0.1222" 
0.1338** 
0.0208 
0.1209" 
0.1150" 
-0.0663* 
-0.0807*' 
-0.0164 
-0.1642*** 
-0.1892*** 
-0.1156"* 
-0.0442" 
-0.1300""" 
-0.0875*** 
-0.0881*** 
-0.1479*** 
-0.0692** 
-0.0737* 
0.1103** 
0.2033** 
-0.0656* 
-0.2085* 
-0.2102* 
0.0556* 
0.0067 
0.0932** 
0.0024 
0.0089 
0.0041 
0.0828* 
0.0519 
0.0010 
0.1936* 
0.1997*' 
0.2542" 
0.1565" 
0.1547" 
0.0433 
-0.0360 
0.0086 
-0.0618 
•0.1658 
0.0663' 
-0.0453 
'p<O.OS "p<0.01 'p<0.001 

[ 
0.1642"'' 
-0.1892"" 
-0.1156"" 
0.0024 
0.0089 
0.0041 
0.1883'"' 
0.2725"" 
0.1934'" 
0.3029'" 
0.2982"' 
0.3335"" 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
-0.0442" 
-0.1300'" 
-0.0875"" 
0.0828""* 
0.0519 
0.0010 
0.1828*" 
0.2610'" 
0.1672'" 
0.2501""" 
0.2340""" 
0.2945""" 
0.3241"" 
0.3967"" 
0.4614""" 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
-0.0881"" 
-0.1479"' 
-0.0692" 
0.1936"" 
0.1997" 
0.2542" 
0.2222'" 
0.4705"' 
0.2904'" 
0.1814'" 
0.3397"" 
0.3643""" 
0.1232""" 
0.3625""" 
0.3344"*" 
0.1241""" 
0.3219'" 
0.3192'" 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
-0.0737' 
0.1103" 
0.1565" 
0.1547" 
0.1305" 
0.1362" 
0.0413 
-0.0094 
0.0516 
0.0464 
0.0390 
-0.0075 
0.0397 
0.0352 
1.0000 
1.0000 
0.2033" 0.0433 0.2009"" 0.2034"" 0.4327" 0.3991** 0.0457 0.0201 
-0.0656' 
-0.2085" 
-0.2102** 
-0.0360 
0.0086 
-0.0618* 
-0.0128 
0.0632* 
0.0371 
-0.0209 
0.0280 
0.0264 
0.0633* 
0.2100** 
0.1850** 
-0.0521 
0.0321 
.0766* 
-0.0238 
-0.0457 
-0.0306 
0.0975** 
0.0376 
0.0556* 
0.0067 
0.0932** 
-0.1658* 
0.0663* 
-0.0453 
-0.0215 
0.0142 
0.0852** 
0.0565* 
0.1203** 
0.1920*' 
0.1843" 
0.2107" 
0.2789" 
0.0849" 
0.0521 
0.1522" 
-0.1527' 
0.0586* 
0.0646* 
0.0436 
-0.0327 

1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
0.3241""' 1.0000 
0.3967*"" 1.0000 
0.4614"" 1.0000 
0.1232*"" 0.1241""" 1.0000 
0.3625""" 0.3219""" 1.0000 
0.3344""" 0.3192""" 1.0000 
0.0516 
0.0464 
0.0390 
-0.0075 
0.0397 
0.0352 
1.0000 
1.0000 
0.4327"" 0.3991** 0.0457 0.0201 1.0000 
0.0633* 
0.2100*" 
0.1850"" 
-0.0521 
0.0321 
.0766" 
-0.0238 
-0.0457 
-0.0306 
0.0975"* 
0.0376 
-0.0390 
0.0134 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
0.1843** 
0.2107** 
0.2789** 
0.0849** 
0.0521 
0.1522** 
-0.1527"" 
0.0586* 
0.0646* 
0.0436 
-0.0327 
-0.1210** 
0 .2183"" 
-0.0760"" 
0.0355 
0.0591" 
1.0000 
1.0000 
1.0000 
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significant, negative correlations appear for alienation with other measures of 
social integration, including civic tolerance, political efficacy, and political 
trust. These correlations ranged anywhere from -0.0487 with civic tolerance in 
1965 for the parent cohort to a high of -0,2579 with external efficacy in 1982. For 
the youth cohort, alienation had moderate correlations with political trust 
(-0.2222, -0.2368, and 0.1856). 
Interestingly, political trust does not correlate with other variables in 
the group of parents studied. Trust does emerge more frequently as a 
significant variable of association with other variables in the youth cohort. 
Political trust demonstrated the strongest correlation with alienation for both 
age groups. 
When comparing cohorts, the parent cohort was more consistent and 
generally reported stronger correlations, especially in 1982. The children of 
this cohort demonstrated weaker correlations overall with fewer variables 
being associated with the other measures of social integration. In general, 
these associations provide empirical validation to the overall argument that 
social integration as a dimension of the lifeworld, can be assessed at the 
cultural, social and individual levels. Conceptually, there is some apparent 
unity to the suggestion by Habermas that modernization, as manifested by 
collective insecurity, anomie and alienation, constitute broader socially based 
processes and dimensions of social organization. 
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The Social Psychological Elements of Political Context 
Context has been studied in a number of analyses which assert that, 
consistent with the arguments of Habermas and others (Blau 1964; Collins 
1975), the individual brings to the interactive context certain tools and skills for 
selected levels of interaction. In this analysis, the tools were categorized as 
interest in politics, knowledge of government and politics, level of 
sophistication in describing liberal-conservative politics, and the degree to 
which one talks about politics. These four variables constitute the context of 
interaction in the political dimension. This allows for inquiring how changes 
in modernity, as manifested in the colonized lifeworld, influence political 
context. 
Context over time for each cohort was relatively stable although 
individual measures of these contextual elements showed some changes 
during the period studied (see Table 3). According to the mean and standard 
deviations for the four variables, interest in politics and the level of political 
discourse showed the greatest stability over time for both cohorts. Both parents 
and youth reported relatively stable patterns in levels of political discourse 
(note that the measure for youth discourse in 1965 incorporated different 
items). Parental means of engaging in political talk ranged from 2.28 in 1965 
to 1.98 in 1982. Interest in politics was also constant over time for parents and 
youth, demonstrating little variation over the 17 years, although Jennings and 
Niemi (1981) have reported that interest tends to be more stable for the parent 
cohort. 
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The more detectable variations in the four variables of political context 
were increases in political knowledge over time as well as ideological 
sophistication. Consistent with previous findings (Dawson, Prewitt and 
Dawson 1977) these results imply that political learning continues throughout 
the life-cycle with younger age groups tending to question their political views 
more frequently. Based on the distribution of means for both cohorts, one can 
readily observe the increased learning for the older cohort, while the youth 
cohort demonstrates greater variability in its level of political knowledge, 
especially after leaving high school in 1965. 
Converse (1964) originally claimed that a small percentage of 
Americans utilized the liberal-conservative distinction in judging political 
stimuli. Hagner and Pierce (in Erikson, Luttbeg and Tedin 1988) report that 
between 1964 and 1984, the proportion of citizens categorized as "idealogues" 
declined (27% to 19%) while those who use the "nature of the times" description 
of politics has increased (from 20% to 35%). The ideological sophistication of 
parents and their children demonstrated a different overall trend. As one 
would predict, there was an increase in sophistication among the youth cohort 
after graduation from high school (a mean of 2.71 in 1965 to 3.42 in 1982). 
Parental sophistication also increased consistently across the 17 year period 
(2.83 in 1965 to 3.54 in 1982). 
The argument that these four variables constitute various cognitive 
resources brought to social interactions is supported by the relatively moderate 
strength of association between the four concepts. As Tables 4 and 5 
demonstrate discourse, interest, knowledge and ideological sophistication 
correlate significantly for both cohorts (most frequently at the p<.001 level). 
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The parental cohort demonstrates the greatest consistency and strength. The 
youth cohort shows weaker correlations although these relationships do 
remain significant. The strongest association for both cohorts is between 
knowledge and ideological sophistication (0.4614 for youth and 0.4739 for 
parents in 1982). The youth cohort shows marked improvements in this 
correlation over time. 
The individual's ability to apply the abstractions of the liberal-
conservative spectrum is strongly associated with knowledge about politics and 
government as well as an interest in politics. Tables 4 and 5 show that for both 
cohorts, ideological sophistication is associated with the degree to which they 
follow politics and their knowledge level. This appears consistent for both age 
groups with the parental cohort having the strongest associations. 
Because of the importance of discourse in establishing political context 
and political interactions, attention is given to the strength of association 
between political talk and the elements of interest, knowledge and ideological 
sophistication. Clearly, the level at which both youth and parents engage in 
political conversation is significantly associated with the other facets of the 
political context. The strength at which these four elements correlate provides 
evidence that the context is an identifiable and empirically distinct dimension 
as claimed by Rosenberg, Billig et al., and Peterson. Moreover, these 
associations provide some credence to the conceptual foundation that discourse 
is part of the cognitive process brought to the political interaction. In many 
ways, these four elements could be viewed as the essential tools for political 
interaction. 
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In many ways, these four contextual variables have been affected by the 
historical influences of the period studied. These influences are in fact 
representations of modernized social structures. Two influences seem 
particularly relevant: the emergence of special interest groups and the 
expanded role of media in campaigns. The decline of party has been fairly well 
established (Nie, Verba and Petrocik 1976; Erikson, Luttbeg and Tedin 1988; 
White 1982). The shifting reliance on party as a political organization to more 
specialized political organizations such as special interest groups is perhaps 
an outcome of the need for modernized society to specialize (White 1982; 
Gitelson, Conway and Feigert 1984). This emerging division of labor in the 
organizational landscape of American politics has assumably altered the 
contextual nature of American politics. 
Furthermore, the role of interest groups and party during this period 
was changed by the impact of modern media. Johnston (1990) has concluded 
that the changes in political communication parallel society's increasing 
reliance upon technology and mass communications in general. This has 
especially been true for the period studied here: 1965 thru 1982. Johnston 
summarizes research in this area which demonstrates a greater reliance 
upon political advertising as a source of political information, changes in 
political attitudes which vary according to the type and amount of media to 
which the individual is exposed, and how media in fact often dictates the 
public agenda. These forces suggest that the period 1965 through 1982 brought 
about significant changes in the role of media which has no doubt influenced 
various elements of political context, including those used in the model. 
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The Associations Between Integration, Context on Political Participation 
Political participation is used in this analysis as a behavioral outcome of 
various micro and macro dimensions. Research in this area over the past 50 
years has provided a great deal of insight into what changes participation 
rates and the nature of the variables that influence participation. As with 
prior analyses, participation is defined here to include voting, attending 
political meetings, giving money to candidates, and other activities. Based on 
the means reported in Table 3, the two cohorts studied in this project 
demonstrated overall, fairly steady, although increasing levels of participation 
over time. 
The index constructed in this study includes a variety of political 
behaviors, including voting as well as non-conventional behaviors like 
participating in a protest Historically, the period 1965 through 1982 represents 
an era of declining participation as measured in several independent 
indicators. When comparing voter turnout, for example, to that of previous 
decades, the 1960's through the 1980's represent decreased levels of voting by 
the eligible population (Piven and Cloward 1988). Abramson, Aldrich and 
Rohde (1987) attribute this decline to two factors: changes in the demographics 
of the voting age population and shifts in attitudes toward the political system. 
They cite recent studies which support earlier observations that: 
1. "the erosion of party loyalties" has diminished the overall impact of 
what has normally been an important psychological attachment 
for voters. 
2. "feelings of political effectiveness" declined between 1960 and 1980, 
mostly as a result of the political dynamics of the 60's and 70's. 
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They conclude that both factors have independently contributed to lower voter 
participation. 
Conway (1985) has tracked the percentage of citizen participating in 
other forms of political activity. As already noted the most observable trend for 
the period 1964 through 1984 is the decline in the proportion of population 
voting. Interestingly, fewer individuals surveyed report wearing campaign 
buttons or stickers (16% in 1964; 9% in 1984). The proportion of respondents 
claiming to have given money to candidates and express political opinions has 
been fairly erratic over this period. The percentage giving money reached a 
high in 1980 (16%) and a low in the 1964 and 1972 election years (9%). Telling 
others about how one feels about politics has also been erratic with 37% of the 
respondents in 1976 expressing their opinions. This proportion dropped to 30% 
in 1968. All other categories of participation have remained for the most part 
unchanged over the years. Stable participation is noted for belonging to 
political clubs (about 4%), working for political parties (about 4%), and 
attending rallies and political meetings (about 9%). These various forms of 
participation represent the range of behaviors which have been studied over 
the years. 
Participation has moderate to strong significant correlations with 
several of the variables used to operationalize each of the three levels of social 
integration (Tables 4 and 5). For the parents surveyed, civic tolerance (from 
0.1852 in 1965 to 0.3487 in 1982 ) and internal political efficacy (from 0.1751 in 
1973 to 0.3305 in 1982) correlate most strongly with participation consistently 
through the three periods studied. This pattern also emerges in the 
correlations for the youth cohort. Both parents and youth also show moderate, 
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positive correlations between political participation and involvement in groups. 
One would predict that the more involved the individual is in the community, 
the greater the sense of social membership. This translates to the larger sense 
of membership expressed by political participation, which is in essence, 
participation in a social institution. 
The correlations between the four elements of the ideological context and 
participation are moderate to strong. Clearly, engaging in political discourse 
strongly relates to varying levels of participation. Strong relationships for both 
cohorts are reported between participation, interest, knowledge and ideological 
sophistication. Engaging in political discourse appears to have the strongest 
association with the variable political participation. The correlation reaches 
as high as 0.5673 for parents in 1982. 
The Influences of Gender, Race, Education and Income 
The importance of gender, race, education and income has been the 
subject of extensive study in various analyses of political participation. In 
general, participation is higher for white males, with a college education and 
with higher incomes (Kourvetaris and Dobratz 1982; Erikson, Luttbeg and 
Tedin 1988). Based on the correlational analysis completed, these variables do 
appear to have several significant associations with not only participation, but 
the various dimensions of the ideological context and social integration (see 
Tables 4 and 5). 
As a general observation, these four control variables are not as strongly 
related to the six indicators of social integration, the four elements of context. 
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or participation. This is especially seen with the correlation analysis 
completed for the youth cohort. Many of the variables that are significant for 
the parents are not for their children (eg., income, race). Income has slight to 
moderate associations with nearly all of the variables to be included in the 
model. Race, alienation, and knowledge also appear to have moderate 
correlations in 1973 and 1982. The strongest association with income is 
political knowledge and discourse for the parent cohort. The relationship 
between the variables for the youth cohort is strongest for education and 
knowledge. The correlations also suggest that education and sex are 
moderately associated with participation, discourse, interest, knowledge and 
ideological sophistication (see Appendix C for coding of education variable). 
Summary 
These findings provide preliminary support for the argument that there 
is an important relationship between social integration, the social 
psychological resources brought to the political context, and participation. As 
shared in previous chapters, the general association between these variables 
can be depicted in a path model. This conceptualization is the basis for 
comparing in general structural equation models for the two cohorts at the 
three testing points in time. 
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CHAPTER V. THE ASSOCIATION BETWEEN SOCIAL INTEGRATION, 
POLITICAL CONTEXT AND PARTICIPATION 
The prior analysis outlined a more general claim that social integration 
as transformed by the processes of rationalization has implications for political 
context and participation. Moreover, historical trends reviewed in the analysis 
suggest that certain forces (e.g., values in transition, changing family, role of 
media) may have also altered the lifeworlds of the two cohorts studied. The 
more critical charge, however, is to empirically demonstrate the linkages 
between the three elements of the model; social integration, context and 
participation. As mentioned previously, this is done through the application of 
regression-based path analyses. 
This chapter is divided into three sections. The first introduces the basic 
model discerned from the theory and prior research. An equation is built 
which depicts the relationship between the six variables of social integration, 
the four variables taken as political context, and then, political participation. 
The second discussion explores the effects of modernity and context on 
participation. Specifically, the effects of the six variables of social integration 
and the four variables of political context on participation are discussed. This 
is followed by a specific analysis of what impact the measures of modernity 
have on discourse, interest, knowledge and ideological sophistication (context). 
The third section focuses on the impact of various control variables on the 
overall model. 
The goal of this analysis is to test the predictive utility of these concepts 
and highlight more general arguments about the impact of modernity on 
context and participation. An important outcome of this overall analysis will 
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be comparing the significance of the variables studied over time for both 
cohorts. The characteristics of both equations are, therefore, contrasted by 
year and by cohort. 
Rationalization, Context and Participation: A Structural Equation 
The structural equation model addresses the more basic sense of the 
relationships implied in a psycho-social conceptualization of the context in 
which political cognitions are created. Specifically, participation could be 
predicted through: 
Y, participations Bo + bi (discourse) + 
b2 (interest) + 
b3 (knowledge) + 
b4 (ideological sophistication) + 
bs (civic tolerance) + 
bg (internal efiicacy) + 
b? (external efficacy) + 
bg (political trust) + 
bg (alienation index) + 
bio (involvement in groups) 
The direct effects of variables in this basic model are explored for each of the 
three survey periods. Arguably, changes in the direct influences of the 
variables in the basic model may reflect shifts in socio-historical influences 
during the three decades studied (1965,1973 and 1982). 
The theoretical argument made by this model would be strengthened if 
indirect effects are detected. The exogeneous variables which constitute social 
integration (lifeworld) are hypothesized to influence political participation 
directly and also indirectly through the influences of political context. The 
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model does argue that context directly affects participation. The presence of 
indirect effects of 0.05 or better will be noted if detected in the models. 
In addition, the analysis considers the influences of a variety of control 
variables. These variables include gender, race, income, as well as education. 
These controls will provide additional insight into the nature of the 
relationship suggested by the structural equation. Changes in the predictive 
power of the model over the three decades studied, when controlling for these 
factors, may indicate the impact of increased modernization on the lifeworld, 
social integration, and subsequent changes in the nature of political contexts. 
The regression approach is useful for describing the relationships 
between the three dimensions of the lifeworld (collective insecurity, anomie, 
and alienation), the cognitive and communicative resources brought to the 
political context, and ultimately, political participation. The goal of regression 
analysis is to determine which variables "fit best" in the model. This is done by 
examining the coefficient of determination (R square), which reveals the 
amount of variance explained by the model. Achen (1982) warns that the 
coefficient of determination is best utilized as a general description of the 
shape of points around the slope predicted by the model. The coefficient is 
utilized, therefore, as an appropriate tool for comparing the three time periods 
for each cohort. 
Further analysis of the models is offered by examining the beta 
coefficients for each equation. The standardized coefficients are contrasted in 
order to determine which variables are important in each of the models for a 
given year. The standardized coefficient measures the influence of an 
independent variable on the relative dispersion of the dependent variable. 
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Thus, the six measures of the colonized lifeworld can be assessed in terms of 
how well they explain variance in the four dimensions of political context and 
in political participation. The standardized coefficient will then be also be used 
to compare the importance of variables in the model across the three time 
periods. 
The Effects of Integration and Context on Political Participation 
The following discussion examines six models, one for each of the three 
survey years (1965, 1973, and 1982) for both cohorts (youth and parents). The 
basic model is an exploration of the conceptual utility of the variables 
operationalized from the theory in the absence of the control variables of sex, 
race, education, and income. Specifically, two questions are important. Is 
there an association between political participation and the four elements of 
political context? Is there an association between aspects of modernity and 
political participation? The primary focus on these questions is on the general 
interest in how modernity affects context and how this in turn influences 
political participation. The structural equation models provide one way to 
address these issues. 
The coefficient of determination is reported in Table 6 for both cohorts by 
year excluding the control variables. In general, the basic model predicting 
political participation, explains anywhere from 18% to 44% of the variance. 
The model appears to be strongest in 1973 and weakest in 1965 for both cohorts. 
In comparison, the equation has greater explanatory power for the parent 
Table 6. Comparison of R square for controlled and non-controlled models, by year and cohort 
Year: 
Dependent Variables: 
Participation Discourse Interest Knowledge Ideol Soph 
(with controls) 
Parents 
1965 
1973 
1982 
0.3583 
0.4723 
0.4440 
0.2455 
0.1833 
0.1782 
0.1941 
0.1206 
0.1096 
0.2997 
0.2823 
0.3449 
0.1718 
0.1929 
0.2033 
Youth 
1965 
1973 
1982 
0.2055 
0.3792 
0.3080 
0.0702 
0.1449 
0.0490 
0.1082 
0.0991 
0.1243 
0.1915 
0.3108 
0.5812 
0.0741 
0.2196 
0.1915 
(O 
ro 
(without controls) 
Parents 
1965 0.3540 0.1638 0.1375 0.1969 0.1321 
1973 0.4647 0.0911 0.0944 0.2660 0.1581 
1982 0.4411 0.1671 0.1031 0.2956 0.1958 
Youth 
1965 
1973 
1982 
0.1874 
0.3468 
0.2964 
0.0684 
0.1008 
0.0378 
0.1065 
0.0849 
0.1111 
0.1706 
0.2124 
0.2841 
0.0695 
0.1624 
0.1801 
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cohort usually accounting for anywhere from 10 to 20% more of the overall 
variance. 
Political context and participation 
A review of the standardized beta coefficients in Table 7 reports which 
variables in the model have the strongest direct effects. The equations for the 
parent cohort reveal that of the four contextual variables, political discourse 
has the strongest direct effect on political participation, followed by interest, 
ideological sophistication, and political knowledge. Discourse also has very 
consistent effects in the model in the sense that it achieves statistical 
significance at the 0,001 level for all three years. This pattern is also true for 
the youth cohort (Table 7). Discourse has greater predictive power in general 
over time for the parent cohort. The beta coefficient for the youth cohort 
increased between 1965 and 1973, but decreased by 1982. 
Political interest also has significant direct effects on participation. For 
both cohorts, the standardized beta coefficients ranged from 0.1023 to 0.1838. 
In both cohorts, the strength of the interest variable in the equations increased 
between 1965 and 1982. 
Political knowledge and ideological sophistication also had significant, 
direct effects on participation, although the beta coefficients were usually 
smaller (e.g., 0.0314 or 0.0688). However, in 1973, knowledge played a relatively 
stronger role in the equations for both cohorts. The coefficients for the parent 
cohort in 1973 in fact reached 0.2029. In addition, ideological sophistication 
became increasingly important for the youth cohort, increasing between 1965 
and 1982. A similar pattern was detected for the parent cohort, with 
Table 7. Regression coefficients for political participation, by cohort and year (no controls) 
Parent Cohort 
POLITICAL ACTIVITY 
Youth Cohort 
POLITICAL ACTIVITY 
INDEPENDENT VARIABLES 
B beta sig B SE beta sig 
discourse 1965 
1973 
1982 
0.3333 
0.3146 
0.3775 
0.0281 
0.0279 
0.0322 
0.3363 0.000 
0.2848 0.000 
0.3907 0.000 
0.1366 
0.4146 
0.0803 
0.0240 
0.0364 
0.0180 
0.1571 0.000 
0.3287 0.000 
0.1331 0.000 
interest 1965 
1973 
1982 
0.1872 
0.4051 
0.4246 
0.0517 
0.0653 
0.0767 
0.1023 0.000 
0.1592 0.000 
0.1775 0.000 
0.2702 
0.3992 
0.5632 
0.0733 
0.0956 
0.0982 
0.1060 0.000 
0.1198 0.000 
0.1838 0.000 
knowledge 1965 
1973 
1982 
0.0972 
0.3028 
0.0751 
0.0362 
0.0439 
0.0383 
0.0791 0.007 
0.2029 0.000 
0.0718 0.050 
0.0395 
0.2657 
0.1225 
0.0363 
0.0544 
0.0478 
0.0314 0.277 
0.1510 0.000 
0.0938 0.011 
CO 
ideol soph 1965 
1973 
1982 
0.1062 
0.1799 
0.0946 
0.0301 
0.0382 
0.0469 
0.0979 0.000 
0.1293 0.000 
0.0688 0.044 
0.0363 
0.1643 
0.1819 
0.0313 
0.0504 
0.0554 
0.0315 0.246 
0.0968 0.001 
0.1114 0.001 
civic toi 1965 
1973 
1982 
0.0619 
0.1565 
0.1664 
0.0626 
0.0566 
0.0664 
0.0255 0.322 
0.0748 0.006 
0.0856 0.013 
0.0598 
0.1208 
0.3072 
0.0568 
0.0833 
0.0930 
0.0288 0.292 
0.0424 0.147 
0.1153 0.001 
int efficacy 1965 
1973 
1982 
0.1278 
0.1408 
0.1845 
0.0617 
0.0505 
0.0929 
0.0577 0.039 
0.0705 0.005 
0.0669 0.048 
0.2031 
0.3176 
0.2948 
0.0709 
0.1036 
0.1090 
0.0779 0.004 
0.0883 0.002 
0.0913 0.007 
Table 7. continued 
ext efficacy 
pol trust 
alienation 
inv in groups 
R square 
Std Error 
N 
1965 0.0666 
1973 0.0453 
1982 0.1359 
1965 -0.0155 
1973 -0.0383 
1982 -0.0268 
1965 -0.0002 
1973 -0.0070 
1982 -0.0097 
1965 0.1542 
1973 0.1932 
1982 0.0987 
1965 0.3540 
1973 0.4647 
1982 0.4411 
1965 1.3720 
1973 1.5600 
1982 1.4560 
1965 1156 
1973 1008 
1982 673 
0.0586 0.0306 0.256 
0.0461 0.0252 0.325 
0.0795 0.0582 0.088 
0.0273 -0.0142 0.569 
0.0353 -0.0259 0.278 
0.0502 -0.0169 0.594 
0.0059 -0.0008 0.974 
0.0088 -0.0201 0.424 
0.0081 -0.0371 0.253 
0.0199 0.1931 0.000 
0.0239 0.1934 0.000 
0.0324 0.0918 0.002 
na 
-0.0124 0.0987 -0.0038 0.899 
0.1601 0.1015 0.0520 0.115 
0.0238 0.0401 0.0155 0.553 
-0.0556 0.0579 -0.0294 0.337 
-0.0324 0.0583 -0.0175 0.579 
-0.0194 0.0085 -0.0607 0.023 
-0.0046 0.0119 -0.0110 0.701 
-0.0022 0.0098 -0.0068 0.826 
0.1780 0.0172 0.2670 0.000 m 
0.1708 0.0364 0.1237 0.000 
0.2333 0.0290 0.2369 0.000 
0.1874 
0.3468 
0.2964 
1.7130 
2.1570 
2.0040 
1295 
983 
855 
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ideological sophistication achieving statistical significance for the parent 
cohort all three years. 
Social inte^ation and participation 
The importance of the six measures of modernity (civic tolerance, 
internal efficacy, external efficacy, political trust, alienation and group 
involvement) in the models varied from year to year. Of the six, involvement in 
groups was statistically significant for both cohorts and in all years studied 
(Table 7). The coefficients suggest that membership in secondary groups was a 
relatively important predictor of participation for the youth cohort, more than 
for their parents. Based on a review of the standardized coefficients, group 
involvement was the most important variable of the six in the entire model, 
predicting participation for youth in 1965 and 1982. 
Group involvement was a similarly important variable - second behind 
discourse - in predicting participation for the parent cohort in 1965 and 1973. 
The equations including the control variables suggest a parallel result with 
group involvement holding its weight at around 0.1828 to 0.2956. 
Internal efficacy was another important independent variable 
predicting participation. Internal efficacy was significant for both cohorts at 
all points in time studied. The standardized coefficients are for both cohorts 
modest at best (e.g., 0.0913 or 0.0577). Civic tolerance also had moderate direct 
effects on participation for parents in 1973 and 1982. The variable was 
significant for the youth cohort only in 1982. 
Through the process of backward elimination, non-significant variables 
(greater than 0.10) were removed from the basic model and the equation 
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calculated once again. External efficacy, political trust, and the alienation 
index continue to be non- significant in the model for any of the three survey 
periods studied. Figures 5 through 10 depict the causal relationships 
explaining political participation for both cohorts as a result of the backward 
elimination process (only those paths with p<0.05 are included in these 
Figures). Comparison of these Figures allows for a visual assessment of what 
variables are significant for the model at various points in time. 
These path diagrams highlight several indirect effects worth noting. In 
the parent cohort, civic tolerance has an indirect influence on participation 
through discourse in 1965 (0.08), 1973 (0.06) and 1982 (0.08). Participation for 
this age group is also indirectly affected by civic tolerance through knowledge 
in 1973 (0.09). Internal efficacy also exerts indirect influences on parental 
political participation through discourse in 1982 (0.09). There are fewer such 
indirect influences on participation for the youth cohort. The strongest effects 
are from internal efficacy through discourse in 1973 (0.06). Other effects are 
noted of 0.04 in 1973 (civic tolerance through knowledge), and in 1982 (internal 
efficacy through interest and civic tolerance through knowledge). These 
findings strengthen the overall conclusion that changes in levels of 
participation are influenced by aspects of social integration (lifeworld) which 
are channeled through political context. 
The Effects of Integration on Political Discourse 
Political discourse has been associated with various attitudinal and 
behavioral outcomes in the past. In order to determine what impact modernity 
civic tolerance 
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has on this aspect of political context, regression analysis was performed for 
both cohorts over time excluding the control variables. 
The results of the regression analysis reported in Table 6 demonstrate 
that for the parent cohort, modernity can explain up to 16% of the variance in 
the model predicting level of discourse. The six measures of modernity, 
however, account for only 9% of the variance in 1973. Interestingly, the 
opposite pattern appears for the youth cohort. Greater variance in discourse is 
explained in 1973 (10%) with the model weakening to an explanation of only 4% 
of the variance in 1982 and 7% in 1965. The year 1973 obviously holds important 
influences on both cohorts. 
It was hypothesized that high levels of collective insecurity, anomie and 
alienation would explain declines in political discourse. Selected measures of 
each of these domains of social integration would in fact suggest that collective 
insecurity, anomie and alienation are significant (p<0.05 or better) predictors 
of changes in discourse. In reviewing the coefficients reported in Table 8, 
significant direct effects for both cohorts are found for civic tolerance, internal 
efficacy, political trust, alienation, and involvement in groups. 
Examination of the regression results (Table 8) indicate that of the six 
measures of modernity, internal efficacy has the strongest effect on political 
discourse (beta = up to 0.2408 for the parents and 0.1736 for the youth). The 
standardized beta coefficients would suggest that internal efficacy has more 
influence for parents than their children. Moreover, the beta scores suggest 
that 1973 was a unique period for each cohort. For the parents, internal 
efficacy has fairly strong standardized betas for 1965 and 1982. For the youth 
cohort, internal efficacy does a better job at predicting discourse in 1973 than in 
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1965 and 1982. Internal efficacy does remain significant for all path models 
across time (p<0.05). 
Civic tolerance has a rather substantial influence on political discourse 
(beta = up to 0.2038 for parents and 0.1167 for youth) as well. In comparing the 
beta coefficients for the parent cohort, civic tolerance increases in importance 
in the equation over time (0.2038 by 1982), whereas, the effects on discourse for 
the youth cohort from civic tolerance remain fairly stable from 1965 to 1982. 
This variable is significant in all path models each year studied (p<0.01). 
Group involvement as a measure of alienation appears consistently in 
the models developed for each of the years, except for the youth cohort in 1982 
(p<0.10). In fact, the variable declines in importance in explaining levels of 
discourse between 1965 (beta = 0.1772) and 1982 (beta = 0.0577). However, the 
variable has significant direct effects on discourse in the parent cohort. In 
1973, the effect is at 0.0694, but is about 0.12 in 1965 and 1982. 
The direct effects of the remaining variables on discourse do not appear 
as consistently across time, as do internal efficacy, civic tolerance, and 
involvement in groups. The effects appear to be different for each cohort. 
Alienation is significant in predicting discourse in 1965 and 1973 for 
parents. Political trust is also significant in 1965 and 1982 for parents. The 
beta coefficients for alienation are not particularly strong, ranging around 0.10 
while the betas for political trust range around 0.07. For youth, external 
efficacy and political trust have significant direct effects on discourse in 1973 
and 1982. The beta coefficients suggest that external efficacy (1973=0.0825; 
1982=0.0679) and political trust (1973=-0.0534; 1982=-0.1307) have moderate 
explanatory power in the model. 
Table 8. Regression coefficients for discourse, by cohort and year (no controls) 
INDEP VARIABLES 
Parent Cohort 
pol discourse 
B SE beta sig 
Youth Cohort 
pol discourse 
B SE beta sig 
Civic Toi 1965 
1973 
1982 
0.2899 
0.3666 
0.4098 
0.0698 
0.0593 
0.0753 
0.1183 
0.1935 
0.2038 
0.000 0.2780 
0.000 0.2290 
0.000 0.4747 
0.0667 
0.0734 
0.1619 
0.1167 
0.1013 
0.1076 
0.000 
0.002 
0.004 
int Efficacy 1965 
1973 
1982 
0.5259 
0.1395 
0.6875 
0.0665 
0.0590 
0.1108 
0.2253 
0.0772 
0.2408 
0.000 
0.018 
0.000 
0.2911 
0.4949 
0.4676 
0.0842 
0.0924 
0.2018 
0.0971 
0.1736 
0.0874 
0.001 
0.000 
0.021 
Ext Efficacy 1965 
1973 
1982 
0.2271 
0.0008 
0.1039 
0.0663 
0.0540 
0.0991 
0.1035 
0.0005 
0.0430 
0.001 na 
0.987 0.2139 
0.295 0.3464 
0.0912 
0.1952 
0,0825 
0.0679 
0.019 
0.008 
o O) 
Pol Trust 1965 -0.0943 0.0311 -0.0857 
1973 -0.0489 0.0415 -0.0366 
1982 -0.1230 0.0627 -0.0754 
0.000 -0.0942 
0.238 -0.1962 
0.050 -0.0617 
0.0490 -0.0534 0.055 
0.0525 -0.1307 0.000 
0.1125 -0.0201 0.583 
Alienation 1965 
1973 
1982 
-0.0229 
-0.0434 
0.0084 
0.0067 -0.0964 
0.0101 -0.1371 
0.0101 -0.0309 
0.001 -0.0108 
0.000 -0.0298 
0.410 0.0111 
0.0103 -0.0294 0.294 
0.0109 -0.0903 0.007 
0.0189 0.0210 0.558 
Inv in Groups 1965 0.0985 0.0225 0.1222 0.000 0.1359 0.0207 0.1772 0.000 
1973 0.0627 0.0279 0.0694 0.025 0.0882 0.0336 0.0806 0.009 
1982 0.1344 0.0403 0.1208 0.001 0.0942 0.0559 0.0577 0.092 
Table 8. continued 
R square 
Std Error 
1965 0.1638 
1973 0.0911 
1982 0.1671 
1965 1.5700 
1973 1.8300 
1982 1.8300 
1965 1126 
1973 1008 
1982 673 
0.0684 
0.1008 
0.0378 
2.1100 
0.0950 
3.8700 
1295 
983 
855 
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The Effects of Integration on Political Interest 
An individual's interest in politics and government has been shown to 
play an important role in predicting various political behaviors as well as 
attentiveness to political information in the environment. As a dependent 
variable in the political context, political interest can be influenced with a 
number of dimensions of modernity as expressed in social integration. The 
following discussion reviews these results in absence of the control variables. 
The six independent variables representing social integration in the 
model can account for up to 13% of the variance in political interest for 
parents, and up to 11% of the variance for the youth cohort (Table 9). For both 
cohorts, the level of variance explained declines in 1973, which may suggest 
some significance of the events between 1965 and 1973 for both cohorts and 
their level of political interest. 
Internal efficacy has a significant direct effect on political interest over 
time for both cohorts (p<0.05 or better). Examining the standardized beta 
coefficients for each cohort indicates that, for the most part, internal efficacy 
has greater explanatory power in the models for the youth cohort (up to 0.2382 
in 1982) than the parent (up to 0.2309 in 1965). The direct effect of internal 
efficacy is highest in 1982 for the youth, and lowest for the parents and youth in 
1973. 
Civic tolerance is also significantly associated with varying levels of 
political interest. For the parents studied, civic tolerance has nearly equal 
weight in the equations as internal efficacy (beta = 0.0771, 0.2144, 0.1731). For 
Table 9. Regression coefficients for interest, by cohort and year (no controls) 
INDEP VARIABLES 
Parent Cohort 
interest 
B SE beta sig 
Youth Cohort 
interest 
B SE beta sig 
Civic To! 1965 
1973 
1982 
0.1024 
0.1763 
0.1406 
0.0384 
0.0257 
0.0316 
0.0771 
0.2144 
0.1731 
0.008 
0.000 
0.000 
0.0852 
0.0962 
0.0854 
0.0223 
0.0280 
0.0307 
0.1047 
0.1124 
0.0983 
0.000 
0.001 
0.005 
Int Efficacy 1965 0.2797 0.3660 0.2309 0.000 0.2067 0.0281 0.2020 0.000 
1973 0.0555 0.0256 0.0707 0.030 0.1953 0.0353 0.1810 0.000 
1982 0.1510 0.0464 0.1309 0.001 0.2509 0.0382 0.2382 0.000 
Ext Efficacy 1965 0.1463 
1973 0.0028 
1982 0.1330 
0.0635 0.1230 
0.0234 0.0040 
0.0416 0.1363 
0.000 na 
0.903 0.0580 
0.001 0.0941 
0.0348 
0.0369 
0.0592 
0.0937 
0.096 
0.011 
Pol Trust 1965 
1973 
1982 
-0.0157 
0.0089 
-0.0387 
0.0171 -0.0563 
0.0179 0.0154 
0.0263 -0.0588 
0.036 -0.0172 
0.619 -0.0545 
0.141 -0.0148 
0.0164 -0.0285 0.295 
0.0200 -0.0959 0.007 
0.0213 -0.0245 0.487 
Alienation 1965 
1973 
1982 
-0.0032 
-0.0149 
-0.0021 
0.0037 -0.0246 
0.0044 -0.1088 
0.0042 -0.0186 
0.392 -0.0160 
0.001 -0.0091 
0.633 0.0021 
0.0035 -0.1277 0.000 
0.0042 -0.0730 0.029 
0.0036 0.0206 0.551 
Inv in Group 1965 0.0553 0.0124 0.1266 0.000 0.0322 0.0069 0.1229 0.000 
1973 0.0317 0.0121 0.0807 0.009 0.0051 0.0128 0.0122 0.693 
1982 0.0196 0.0169 0.0436 0.247 0.0234 0.0106 0.0729 0.027 
Table 9. continued 
R square 
Std Error 
1965 0.1375 
1973 0.0943 
1982 0.1031 
1965 0.8650 
1976 0.7960 
1982 0.7680 
1965 1126 
1973 1008 
1982 673 
0.1065 
0.0849 
0.1111 
0.7030 
0.7650 
0.7330 
1295 
983 
855 
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both cohorts, civic tolerance had its greatest weight in 1973 (0.1124 for youth; 
0.2144 for parents). 
The remaining effects of the independent variables on interest are 
mixed. Involvement in groups was significant for parents (p<0.00) and youth 
(p<0.01) in 1965, for parents in 1973 (p<0.01), and for youth again in 1982 
(p<0.05). The direct effects of group membership are not significant in the 
model in 1982. For both cohorts, the variable declines in explanatory strength 
steadily between 1965 and 1973, to its low point, rising slightly then in 1982. 
The alienation index is significant for the youth cohort in 1965 and 1973, with 
betas showing a direct effect on interest of -0.1277 and 0.0730. This influence 
also declines over time. For parents, there is a standardized beta of-0.1088 for 
1973. 
The Effects of Integration on Knowledge about Politics and Government 
Knowledge about government and politics is intuitively an important 
part of the overall political context. In some ways, it represents what the 
individual has learned about the political world and the information stored 
about politics in general. Of the four measures of political context, greater 
variation in knowledge could be explained by the six measures of modernity 
than the other contextual variables included in the model (excluding control 
variables). Over time, variance in predicting knowledge for the parent cohort 
grew from 19% in 1965 to 30% in 1982 (Table 10). A similar pattern was 
detected in the ability of the models to explain variance in knowledge for the 
youth cohort, increasing from 17% in 1965 to 28% in 1982. 
Table 10. Regression coefficients for knowledge, by cohort and year (no controls) 
INDEP VARIABLES 
Parent Cohort 
knowledge 
B SE beta sig 
Youth Cohort 
knowledge 
B SE beta sig 
Civic Toi 1965 
1973 
1982 
0.3338 
0.5837 
0.7135 
0.0551 
0.0395 
0.0637 
0.1688 
0.4160 
0.3838 
0.000 
0.000 
0.000 
0.4381 
0.4381 
0.8366 
0.0435 
0.0493 
0.0645 
0.2657 
0.2704 
0.4104 
0.000 
0.000 
0.000 
Int Efficacy 1965 
1973 
1982 
0.5084 
0.1051 
0.6368 
0.0526 
0.0393 
0.0938 
0.2820 
0.0785 
0.2412 
0.000 
0.008 
0.000 
0.4057 
0.4216 
0.5039 
0.0549 
0.0620 
0.0804 
0.1959 
0.2063 
0.2039 
0.000 
0.000 
0.000 
Ext Efficacy 1965 
1973 
1982 
0.2147 
0.0614 
0.0581 
0.0524 
0.0359 
0.0839 
0.1213 
0.0509 
0.0260 
0.000 na 
0.088 0.0839 
0.489 0.0538 
0.0612 
0.0778 
0.0452 
0.0229 
0.171 
0.489 
Pol Trust 1965 -0.0459 0.0246 -0.0518 
1973 -0.0232 0.0276 -0.0235. 
1982 -0.1314 0.0531 -0.0872 
0.062 -0.1034 
0.400 -0.1437 
0.014 -0.0407 
0.0319 -0.0849 0.001 
0.0352 -0.1335 0.000 
0.0448 -0.0287 0.364 
Alienation 1965 
1973 
1982 
-0.0193 
-0.0392 
-0.0223 
0.0053 -0.1009 
0.0067 -0.1673 
0.0086 -0.0893 
0.000 -0.0351 
0.000 -0.0342 
0.009 -0.0086 
0.0067 -0.1378 0.000 
0.0073 -0.1447 0.000 
0.0076 -0.0351 0.258 
Inv in Groups 1965 -0.0015 0.0178 -0.0024 
1973 0.0151 0.0186 0.0225 
1982 0.0666 0.0341 0.0648 
0.931 -0.0063 
0.417 -0.0188 
0.051 0.0129 
0.0135 -0.0119 0.639 
0.0225 -0.0239 0.405 
0.0223 0.0171 0.563 
Table 10. continued 
R square 
Std Error 
1965 0.1969 
1973 0.2660 
1982 0.3019 
1965 1.2400 
1976 1.2200 
1982 1.5500 
1965 1126 
1973 1008 
1982 673 
0.1706 
0.2124 
0.2841 
1.3700 
1.3400 
1.5400 
1295 
983 
855 
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Civic tolerance clearly had the greatest influence in the overall equation 
for both cohorts. The beta coefficients yielded through the regression analysis 
suggest that civic tolerance had an increasing direct effect for the youth 
surveyed in 1965,1973 and 1982 (0.2657, 0.2704 and 0.4104). For parents, the 
association between civic tolerance and knowledge reached a high in 1973 
(beta = 0.4160). The variable remained significant in the path models for both 
cohorts all three years (p<0.00). 
The direct effects of internal efficacy were also significant in both 
cohorts for all three years (p<0.05). For the parent cohort, internal efficacy had 
a slightly stronger effect than in the youth cohort, especially in 1965 and 1982 
(beta = 0.2820 and 0.2412 for parents; 0.1959 and 0.2039 for youth). In 1973, the 
standardized beta for parents dropped to a low of 0.0785. Overall, the 
importance of internal efficacy in predicting knowledge for youth was 
relatively stable (1965=0.1959; 1973=0.2063; and, 1982=0.2039) across time. For 
their parents, internal efficacy had strong influences in 1965 which then 
dropped in 1973, and reappeared to 1965 levels by 1982. 
The alienation index used in the path analysis played a significant role 
for both cohorts in predicting levels of political knowledge except for youth in 
1982. For the older cohort, the association was at -0.1009 in 1965, rose to 0.1673 
in 1973, and declined to a new low in 1982 (-0.0893). Slightly stronger 
standardized betas were reported for the youth cohort in 1965 and 1973 (-0.1376 
in 1965, -0.1447 in 1973 and, -0.0351 in 1982). Because the index was 
constructed differently in 1973 for both cohorts, caution should be used in 
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identifying trends over time. However, a comparison of the beta weights in 
1965 with those for 1982 would suggest that there was little difference over time 
for the parent cohort with a decline for the the youth cohort in 1982. 
Political trust had significant direct effects (p<0.05) on knowledge for 
both cohorts, but at different periods in time. The effects of trust on knowledge 
were -0.0849 and 0.1335 in 1965 and 1973, respectively, for the youth cohort. By 
1982, the variable was non-significant. For the parent cohort, trust was 
significant (p<0.01) in 1982 (beta = -0.0872). For the parents, trust did not really 
play a consistent role in the equations across time. For their children, 
however, the influence of political trust declined in 1982, with its highest in 
1973 (-0.1335). 
The Effects of Integration on Ideological Sophistication 
The apparent sophistication of the American citizen has been the subject 
of a great deal of research. How one conceptualizes and describes politics in 
America has been a critical measure of political sophistication and political 
thinking in general. Does sophistication, as an element of political context, 
vary with different aspects of social integration? 
The results of the regression analysis would indicate that this is indeed 
the case (Table 11). The models constructed for study (excluding control 
variables) revealed that anywhere from 12 to 19% of the variance in explaining 
ideological sophistication of the parents studied between 1965 and 1982 could be 
explained by the six measures of modernity. Between 7 and 18% of the 
variance in sophistication could be explained by these variables for the 
Table 11. Regression coefficients for ideological sophistication, by cohort and year (no controls) 
INDEP VARIABLES 
Parent Cohort 
ideol sophistication 
B Œ beta siq 
Youth Cohort 
ideol sophistication 
B Œ beta siq 
Civic Toi 1965 
1973 
1982 
0.4050 
0.4657 
0.3608 
0.0648 
0.0453 
0.3739 
0.1807 
0.3097 
0.0521 
0.000 
0.000 
0.265 
0.3092 
0.3828 
0.4983 
0.0503 
0.0526 
0.0553 
0.1715 
0.2279 
0.3053 
0.000 
0.000 
0.000 
Int Efficacy 1965 0.3735 0.0618 0.1828 0.000 0.3026 0.0636 0.1336 0.000 
1973 0.0577 0.0451 0.0404 0.200 0.3218 0.0663 0.1519 0.000 
1982 0.3453 0.0767 0.1721 0.000 0.3755 0.0689 0.1897 0.000 
Ext Efficacy 1965 0.1768 0.0615 0.0881 
1973 0.1078 0.0413 0.0834 
1982 0.1459 0.0686 0.0859 
0.004 na 
0.009 0.1239 
0.034 0.0139 
0.0654 
0.0667 
0.0643 
0.0074 
0.059 
0.835 
Pol Trust 1965 
1973 
1982 
-0.0525 
0.0273 
-0.0968 
0.0289 -0.0522 
0.0317 0.0258 
0.0434 -0.0844 
0.069 -0.0873 
0.389 -0.2229 
0.026 -0.0758 
0.0369 -0.0656 0.018 
0.0377 -0.1998 0.000 
0.0384 -0.0662 0.048 
Alienation 1965 -0.0151 0.0062 -0.0695 
1973 -0.0161 0.0077 -0.0641 
1982 -0.0169 0.0070 -0.0894 
0.016 -0.0064 
0.037 -0.0230 
0.016 -0.0070 
0.0078 -0.0229 0.415 
0.0078 -0.0940 0.003 
0.0065 -0.0360 0.277 
Inv in Group 1965 
1973 
1982 
0.0721 0.0209 0.0979 0.001 0.0326 0.0156 0.0563 0.037 
0.0818 0.0213 0.1139 0.000 0.0209 0.0241 0.0257 0.385 
0.0822 0.0279 0.1051 0.003 0.0074 0.1910 0.0123 0.697 
Table 11. contined 
R square 
Std Error 
1965 0.1371 
1973 0.1581 
1982 0.1931 
1965 1L4100 
1976 1.4200 
1982 1.2600 
1965 1126 
1973 1008 
1982 673 
0.0695 
0.1624 
0.1801 
1.5900 
1.4400 
1.3200 
1295 
983 
855 
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children of the parents studied above for the same time period. For both 
cohorts, the variance explained increased from 1965 to 1982. Rather distinct 
patterns emerged as to the influence of the six social integration variables. 
For the parents, civic tolerance had strong direct effects on sophistication, but 
these were significant (p<0.00) only in 1965 and 1973. The beta coefficients were 
0.1807 in 1965 and 0.3097 in 1973. For youth, civic tolerance also has strong 
affects on ideological sophistication in the three years studied, especially for 
1982 (beta = 0.3053). In general, civic tolerance has the greatest influence on 
sophistication. 
Internal efficacy was also a rather strong predictor of ideological 
sophistication, but again, for parents, it achieved significance (p<0.00) in the 
model in only two of the three years studied (1965 and 1982). The beta scores of 
0.1828 and 0.1721 suggest that internal efficacy was the second largest factor in 
the equation predicting sophistication. For youth, the influence of internal 
efficacy ranges from a standardized beta of 0.1336 in 1965 to 0.1897 in 1982. 
Interestingly, other variables proved to be more consistently significant 
in the models over time. Involvement in groups, external efficacy, and the 
alienation index were significant in all paths for each of the three years 
studied (p<0.05) for parents. Closer examination of the beta coefficients 
suggests that involvement in groups made a modest contribution to the model 
explaining sophistication (beta = 0.0979, 0.1139, an 0.1051). For the parents, the 
coefficients were quite similar all three years. 
External efficacy contributed to the parent model in a very consistent 
pattern with the beta scores for the three years being 0.0881 in 1965, 0.0834 in 
1973, and 0.0859 in 1982. The fairly stable result suggests that external efficacy 
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did not change much in explaining sophistication over time. External efficacy 
has little influence on sophistication for the youth cohort. 
The alienation index also had a moderate influence in the equations. 
Over time, the variable increased in overall strength (-0.0695 in 1965 to -0.0894 
in 1982) for the parent cohort. 
For the youth cohort, ideological sophistication varied significantly with 
civic tolerance, internal efficacy and political trust. For the parent cohort, 
sophistication varied with civic tolerance, internal efficacy, and alienation. In 
general, the strongest influences came from the civic tolerance variable as 
suggested by the standardized betas. In 1982, the beta for civic tolerance 
predicting sophistication reached a high of 0.3033. Civic tolerance became 
increasingly important in the model for the youth cohort over time. Internal 
efficacy for the younger cohort was also consistently a significant predictor of 
sophistication for all three years studied (p<0.01). The overall contribution of 
internal efficacy to the model is reflected in the growing magnitude of the beta 
scores over time: 0.1336 in 1965, 0.1519 in 1973, and 0.1897 in 1982. 
In contrast to their parents, the ideological sophistication of the children 
studied as a cohort, varied significantly (p<0.05) with political trust. The 
importance of political trust in the model is reflected as a direct effect of -0.1998 
(beta) in 1973, and then declined to -0.0662 in 1982. This again implies that the 
events between 1965 and 1973 played some apparent role in affecting levels of 
political trust. 
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Controlling for Sex, Race, Education and Income 
Prior research has suggested that sex, race, education and income have 
significant effects on participation as well as the various aspects of political 
context. In order to assess the relative contribution of the social integration 
variables to predicting participation and variation in contexts, these four 
control variables were introduced into the equation. This technique was used 
in order to consider whether the addition of these variables would suppress the 
influence of the independent variables measuring political context and 
political participation. 
Effects on participation 
Introducing the control variables (sex, race, education and income) into 
the equation predicting political participation tend to increase the amount of 
variance explained by 2 to 5%. The coefficients reported in Table 6 do, however, 
show that in spite of the absence of the education variable in 1982 for parents, 
thé presence of the other control variables increases the level of variance 
slightly (by 0.29%). The presence of sex, race, education and income in the 
equation enhances the overall predictive power of the model for parents in 1965 
and 1973, and in 1982 for their children. 
Education and income have significant (p<0.05), as reported in Table 12, 
have direct effects on participation for the parent cohort in 1965 and 1973. 
Compared to other coefficients in the equation, however, education and income 
have relatively smaller influences on participation (beta = 0.06 and 0.08 for 
education; 0.08 and 0.07 for income). Involvement in groups also has 
Table 12. Regression coefficients for political participation, by cohort and year (with controls) 
Parent Cohort 
POLITICAL ACTIVITY 
Youth Cohort 
POLITICAL ACTIVITY 
INDEPENDENT VARIABLES 
B SE beta sig B SE beta sig 
discourse 1965 
1973 
1982 
0.3112 
0.3011 
0.3706 
0.0291 
0.0294 
0.3300 
0.3139 0.000 
0.2739 0.000 
0.3867 0.000 
0.1291 0.0238 
0.4042 0.0368 
0.0819 0.0181 
0.1473 0.000 
0.3196 0.000 
0.1369 0.000 
interest 1965 
1973 
1982 
0.1757 
0.3852 
0.3739 
0.1526 
0.0669 
0.0790 
0.0961 0.001 
0.1513 0.000 
0.1571 0.000 
0.2815 0.0726 
0.3863 0.0959 
0.5459 0.0996 
0.1104 0.000 
0.1152 0.000 
0.1775 0.049 
knowledge 1965 
1973 
1982 
0.0649 
0.2605 
0.0907 
0.0380 
0.0471 
0.0403 
0.0526 0.088 
0.1736 0.000 
0.0872 0.025 
0.0668 0.0364 
0.2927 0.0571 
0.1590 0.0497 
0.0530 0.067 
0.1657 0.000 
0.1217 0.001 
ideol soph 1965 
1973 
1982 
0.0971 
0.1701 
0.0978 
0.0304 
0.0391 
0.0480 
0.0896 0.001 
0.1218 0.000 
0.0716 0.042 
0.0388 0.0309 
0.1293 0.0512 
0.1866 0.0559 
0.0337 0.210 
0.0759 0.120 
0.1145 0.001 
civic toi 1965 
1973 
1982 
0.0357 
0.1254 
0.1347 
0.0638 
0.0591 
0.0677 
0.0147 0.576 
0.0597 0.034 
0.0702 0.047 
0.0810 0.0564 
0.0171 0.0862 
0.3599 0.0949 
0.0390 0.151 
0.0059 0.843 
0.1344 0.000 
int efficacy 1965 
1973 
1982 
0.1076 
0.1384 
0.2129 
0.0634 
0.0517 
0.0957 
0.0486 0.089 
0.0689 0.008 
0.0778 0.026 
0.2075 0.0702 
0.3361 0.1040 
0.3057 0.1099 
0.0796 0.003 
0.0932 0.001 
0.0949 0.006 
Table 12. continued 
ext efficacy 
pol trust 
alienation 
inv in groups 
sex 
race 
education 
1965 0.0358 
1973 0.0465 
1982 0.1149 
1965 -0.0049 
1973 -0.0455 
1982 -0.0021 
1965 0.0026 
1973 -0.0039 
1982 -0.0166 
1965 0.1457 
1973 0.1684 
1982 0.1199 
1965 0.0250 
1973 -0.0053 
1982 -0.1612 
1965 0.0741 
1973 0.4890 
1982 0.6538 
1965 0.2646 
1973 0.3462 
1982 na 
0.0602 0.0163 0.055 
0.0489 0.0249 0.341 
0.0815 0.0497 0.016 
0.0279 -0.0045 0.859 
0.0359 -0.0309 0.205 
0.0037 -0.0175 0.567 
0.0063 0.0109 0.683 
0.0093 -0.0115 0.668 
0.0084 -0.0644 0.049 
0.0204 0.1828 0.000 
0.0251 0.1693 0.000 
0.0335 0.1116 0.000 
0.0913 0.0073 0.784 
0.1082 -0.0013 0.961 
0.1219 -0.0415 0.187 
0.0524 0.0353 0.158 
0.1777 0.0724 0.006 
0.2078 0.1025 0.002 
0.1112 0.0669 0.018 
0.1225 0.0803 0.005 
-0.0253 0.0991 
0.1237 0.1024 
0.0177 0.0397 
-0.0219 0.0582 
0.0018 0.0594 
-0.0077 0,798 
0.0401 0.227 
0.0115 0.656 
-0.0115 0.707 
0.0009 0.976 
-0.0158 0.0085 
-0.0072 0.0120 
-0.0013 0.0182 
0.1731 0.0171 
0.1803 0.0364 
0.2283 0.0292 
-0.0494 0.062 
-0.0174 0.548 
-0.0040 0.900 
0.2596 0.000 
0.1305 0.000 
0.2329 0.000 
0.5239 0.0969 
0.3329 0.1441 
0.3765 0.1481 
-0.0226 0.0675 
0.0946 0.0253 
0.7257 0.2462 
0.1385 0.000 
0.0624 0.021 
0.0793 0.011 
-0.0085 0.738 
0.1164 0.000 
0.1901 0.003 
na 
-0.6259 0.1716 -0.1156 0.000 
na 
Table 12. continued 
income 
R square 
Std Error 
1965 0.0638 
1973 0.3640 
1982 -0.0021 
0.0228 0.0821 0.005 
0.0151 0.0697 0.016 
0.0037 -0.0175 0.567 
1965 0.3583 
1973 0.4723 
1982 0.4440 
1965 1.3670 
1973 1.5480 
1982 1.4390 
1965 1099 
1973 954 
1985 6M 
na 
-0.0129 0.0196 -0.0174 0.509 
-0.0081 0.0064 -0.0374 0.206 
0.2055 
0.3792 
0.3080 
1.6950 
2.1150 
1.9920 
1295 
956 
830 
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statistically significant contributions to the model (p<0.00) with standardized 
coefficients of 0.1828 and 0.1693 in 1965 and 1973 when controlling for sex, race, 
education and income. 
For the youth cohort, the presence of sex, race, education and income, in 
the model, leads to different results. Sex is a significant (p<0.05) determinant 
of participation all three years, with beta coefficients of 0.0624 in 1973 to 0.1385 
in 1965. In addition, race becomes a relatively moderate predictor of 
participation, with significant paths appearing in 1973 (beta = 0.1164) and 1982 
(0.1388). Overall, the model in 1982 for youth excluding the control variable 
education explains over 1% more of the variance than the models without the 
controls. 
In general, however, group membership and the level of political 
discourse have the strongest influences on participation. Political interest as 
well as internal efficacy also make significant, albeit moderate contributions 
when controlling for sex, race, education and income. 
Effects on political context 
The presence of the four control variables in the equations predicting 
variations in discourse, interest, knowledge and ideological sophistication, 
confirm the strength of the variables discussed earlier. Even when controlling 
for sex, race, education and income, it seems that civic tolerance, internal 
efficacy and involvement in groups are fairly strong predictors of variations in 
political context. 
Discourse An interesting pattern emerges with the inclusion of the 
control variables into the equation predicting discourse. For the parent cohort, 
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income becomes the strongest predictor in the model (except in 1982) and is 
significant (p<0.05) all three years (Table 13). The standardized betas are 
relatively strong in 1965 (0.2014) and (1973). Sex and involvement in groups in 
1965 also make important contributions to the overall model predicting 
discourse for this cohort. The overall model predicting discourse explains up to 
24% of the variance in 1965 with the least variance explained in 1982 (18%). 
This low R square for 1982 no doubt reflects the exclusion of the education 
control. 
For the youth cohort, the presence of the control variables enhances the 
ability of the model to explain greater variance in contrast to when the controls 
are excluded. Variance for discourse ranges from 4% in 1982 to 14% in 1973. 
Overall, income is the only control variable which attains significance in the 
model for more than one year (1973 and 1982). 
The greatest contribution in the equation predicting discourse in the 
youth cohort is made by the internal efficacy variable which, significant all 
three years, reports moderate beta coefficient of 0.0989 in 1965, 0.1489 in 1973, 
and 0.0733 in 1982. Civic tolerance is also significant all three years, with 
similar beta scores (0.1224 in 1965; 0.0642 in 1973; and 0.1021 in 1982) to internal 
efficacy, although the pattern across time includes a decline in 1973 and a 
slight increase then in 1982. Political trust also makes significant (p<0.05) 
contributions to the model when controlling for sex, race, education and 
income. 
Interest The models predicting parental interest in politics explain 11 to 
19% of the overall variance, with 1982 again being the low year (Table 14). 
Political interest is significantly associated with sex (p<0.05) in 1965, 
[--T'-r-
Table 13. Regression coefficients for discourse, by cohort and year (with controls) 
INDEP VARIABLES 
Parent Cohort 
Pol discourse 
B SE beta siq 
Youth Cohort 
Pol discourse 
B SE beta sig 
Civic Toi 1965 0.1472 0.0687 0.0601 0.032 0.2922 0.0673 0.1224 0.000 
1973 0.1349 0.0630 0.0706 0.033 0.1455 0.0775 0.0642 0.061 
1982 0.3355 0.0783 0.1671 0.000 0.4572 0.1689 0.1021 0.007 
Int Efficacy 1965 
1973 
1982 
0.1228 
0.1349 
0.6386 
0.0653 
0.0579 
0.1157 
0.0555 
0.0738 
0.2238 
0.060 
0.020 
0.000 
0.2965 
0.4423 
0.3948 
0.0843 
0.0941 
0.2077 
0.0989 
0.1489 
0.0733 
0.000 
0.000 
0.058 
Ext Efficacy 1965 
1973 
1982 
0.3399 
-0.026 
0.0967 
0.0672 
0.055 
0.1019 
0.1521 
-0.016 
0.0401 
0.000 na 
0.631 0.1301 
0.343 0.3395 
0.0916 
0.1994 
0.0501 
0.0658 
0.156 
0.089 
ro Oi 
Pol Trust 1965 
1973 
1982 
-0.078 
0.1349 
-0.144 
0.0304 
0.0579 
0.0641 
-0.071 
0.0738 
-0.089 
0.010 -0.098 
0.020 -0.159 
0.025 -0.095 
0.0491 
0.0532 
0.1158 
-0.056 
-0.105 
-0.031 
0.046 
0.003 
0.413 
Alienation 1965 
1973 
1982 
-0.022 
-0.022 
-0.007 
0.0068 
0.0104 
0.0106 
-0.091 
-0.068 
-0.027 
0.002 -0.01 
0.040 -0.015 
0.499 0.0109 
0.0104 
0.0111 
0.0199 
-0.028 
-0.047 
0.0205 
0.318 
0.165 
0.582 
Inv in Group 1965 
1973 
1982 
0.0837 
0.0408 
0.1281 
0.0219 
0.0282 
0.0418 
0.1041 
0.0451 
0.1143 
0.000 0.1327 
0.149 0.0805 
0.002 0.0924 
0.0208 
0.0336 
0.0569 
0.173 
0.0737 
0.0563 
0.000 
0.017 
0.105 
Table 13. continued 
sex 
race 
education 
income 
R square 
Std Error 
1965 -0.573 
1973 -0.688 
1982 -0.498 
1965 -0.015 
1973 -0.19 
1982 -0.191 
1965 0.3153 
1973 -0.198 
1982 na 
1965 0.1579 
1973 0.1109 
1982 0.0106 
0.0961 -0.166 
0.1177 -0.178 
0.1504 -0.123 
0.0572 -0.007 
0.1971 -0.031 
0.2548 -0,029 
0.1188 0.0791 
0.1355 -0.051 
0.0241 0.2014 
0.0166 0.2333 
0.0046 0.0847 
1965 0.2455 
1973 0.1833 
1982 0.1782 
1965 1.493 
1976 1.748 
1982 1.819 
1965 
1973 
1982 
1099 
954 
634 
0.1723 0.1188 
0.0978 0.1321 
-0.522 0.2808 
0.000 
0.000 
0.001 
0.790 
0.336 
0.454 
0.0393 
-0.294 
-0.188 
0.0837 
0.2316 
0.4758 
0.0181 
0.0124 
0.0396 
0.0232 
-0.066 
0.0128 
-0.04 
-0.014 
0.1809 
0.0979 
0.0914 
0.147 
0.460 
0.063 
0.639 
0.205 
0.693 
0.000 
0.001 
0.008 
0.008 na 
0.144 -0.779 0.1491 
na 
0.000 na 
0.000 0.0578 
0.022 0.0330 
0.0702 
0.1449 
0.0494 
2.105 
1.959 
3.896 
1295 
956 
830 
Table 14. Regression coefficients for interest, by cohort and year (with controls) 
INDEP VARIABLES 
Parent Cohort 
interest 
B SE beta sig 
Youth Cohort 
interest 
B SE beta sig 
Civic Toi 1965 
1973 
1982 
0.0494 
0.1252 
0.1279 
0.0385 
0.0282 
0.0238 
0.0372 
0.1519 
0.1538 
0.199 
0.000 
0.000 
0.0806 
0.0644 
0.0828 
0.0225 
0.03 
0.0315 
0.0991 
0.0753 
0.0951 
0.000 
0.032 
0.009 
Int Efficacy 1965 0.1962 0.0376 0.1621 0.000 0.2049 0.0281 0.2002 0.000 
1973 0.0684 0.0259 0.0867 0.009 0.1738 0.0364 0.1618 0.000 
1982 0.1328 0.0485 0.1182 0.005 0.2202 0.0388 0.2103 0.000 
Ext Efficacy 1965 0.1096 0.0366 0.0914 0.003 na 
1973 0.0005 0.0248 0.0007 0.983 0.0449 0.0355 0.0459 0.206 
1982 0.1374 0.0427 0.1416 0.001 0.0872 0.0372 0.0869 0.019 
Pol Trust 1965 -0.011 0.017 -0.0185 0.514 -0.016 0.0164 -0.026 0.334 
1973 0.0042 0.0181 0.0073 0.815 -0.048 0.0206 -0.083 0.021 
1982 -0.044 0.0269 -0.0681 0.099 -0.011 0.0216 -0.018. 0.614 
Alienation 1965 -0.004 0.0038 -0.0281 0.342 -0.016 -0.004 -0.039 0.141 
1973 -0.013 0.0047 -0.0914 0.008 -0.008 0.0043 -0.062 0.076 
1982 -O.OOa 0.0044 -0.0258 0.529 -0.002 0.0037 -0.016 0.648 
Inv in Group 1965 
1973 
1982 
0.0521 0.0123 0.1195 0.000 0.0332 0.0069 0.127 0.000 
0.0252 0.0127 0.0644 0.047 0.0187 0.0129 0.0046 0.885 
0.0147 0.0175 0.0326 0.402 0.0238 0.0106 0.0746 0.025 
Table 14. continued 
sex 
race 
education 
income 
R square 
Std Error 
1965 -0.347 
1973 -0.192 
1982 -0.1600 
1965 -0.03 
1973 0.1028 
1982 0.1279 
1965 0.1418 
1973 -0.186 
1982 na 
1965 0.0476 
1973 0.0057 
1982 0.0003 
0.0538 -0.1851 
0.0527 -0.1149 
0.063 -0.0981 
0.032 -0.0257 
0.0883 0.0387 
0.0328 0.1583 
0.0665 0.0657 
0.0607 -0.1098 
0.0135 0.1120 
0.0074 0.0279 
0.0019 -0.0079 
1965 0.1941 
1973 0.1206 
1982 0.1096 
1965 0.8357 
1976 0.1114 
1982 0.7620 
1965 1099 
1973 954 
1982 634 
•HB 
0.000 
0.000 
0.011 
-0.058 
-0.061 
-0.197 
0.0397 
0.0512 
0.0524 
-0.039 
-0.039 
-0.128 
0.141 
0.232 
0.000 
0.358 -0.012 0.0279 -0.012 0.661 
0.245 0.0061 0.0896 0.0022 0.943 
0.000 0.0979 0.0888 0.0374 0.270 
0.033 na 
0.002 -0.166 0.0577 -0.102 
na 
0.004 
0.000 na 
0.442 0.0083 
0.838 -0.002 
0.0069 
0.0023 
0.0374 
-0.026 
0.234 
0.436 
ro 
CO 
0.1082 
0.0991 
0.1243 
0.7033 
0.7582 
0.7269 
1295 
956 
830 
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1973 and 1982 for the parent cohort. The presence of the control variables, 
however, does not eliminate the significant, direct effects of internal efficacy 
and involvement in groups. Except in 1982, when the affect of groups on 
interest becomes non significant. 
For youth, variance in the equation predicting interest ranges from 
about 10% in 1965 to 12% in 1982. None of the control variables are significant 
for any two consecutive years. In fact, the only variable in the model to 
maintain significance over time is the internal efficacy variable, which 
declines in influence between 1965 and 1973, but increases to a high in 1982 
(beta = 0.2103). Civic tolerance is significant in all three years (p<0.05), with 
moderate contributions to the model (beta = 0.0991, 0.0753 and 0.0951). 
Knowledge For the three years studied, variance in predicting political 
knowledge through the model constructed here ranges from 29 to 36% for the 
parents. Sex, education and income account for significant effects (p<0.00) in 
the model in 1965 and 1973. A comparison of the standardized beta scores for 
sex and education suggest they contribute fairly equally to the overall model 
(Table 15). Civic tolerance and internal efficacy are also significant for these 
years and retain the highest beta weights in the model which includes the 
control variables. Civic tolerance in fact plays a larger role in the equation 
over time (beta = 0.1015 in 1965; 0.2933 in 1973; and, 0.3509 in 1982). As in the 
models without controls, the alienation index does have significant direct 
effects. The contribution is moderate in 1965 (beta = -0.09) and again in 1973 
(beta = -0.0599). 
For the youth cohort over time, the model explains greater variance in 
predicting knowledge (19% in 1965 to 33% in 1982), even in the absence of 
Table 15. Regression coefficients for knowledge, by cohort and year (with controls) 
INDEP VARIABLES 
Parent Cohort 
knowledge 
B SE beta sig 
Youth Cohort 
knowledge 
B SE beta sig 
Civic Toi 1965 
1973 
1982 
0.1996 
0.4102 
0.6492 
0.0531 
0.0406 
0.0644 
0.1015 
0.2933 
0.3509 
0.000 
0.000 
0.000 
0.405 
0.3224 
0.7717 
0.0433 
0.0498 
0.0645 
0.2458 
0.1987 
0.3765 
0.000 
0.000 
0.000 
Int Efficacy 1965 0.3196 0.0519 0.1783 0.000 0.3929 0.0543 0.1897 0.000 
1973 0.1175 0.0373 0.0878 0.002 0.2554 0.0605 0.1252 0.000 
1982 0.5303 0.0952 0.2017 0.000 0.4171 0.0793 0.1692 0.000 
Ext Efficacy 1965 0.1255 0.0505 0.0707 
1973 0.0345 0.0355 0.0277 
1982 0.0249 0.0839 0.0112 
0.013 na 
0.331 -0.016 
0.766 0.0506 
0.0589 
0.0361 
-0.009 
0.0215 
0.039 
0.506 
Pol Trust 1965 
1973 
1982 
-0.036 
-0.037 
-0.139 
0.0235 
0.026 
0.0527 
-0.041 
-0.037 
-0.093 
0.126 
0.162 
0.009 
-0.094 
-0.093 
-0.071 
0.0312 
0,0342 
0.0442 
-0.077 
-0.086 
-0.051 
0.003 
0.007 
0.107 
Alienation 1965 
1973 
1982 
-0.017 
-0.014 
-0.012 
0.0053 
0.0067 
0.0087 
-0.09 
-0.06 
-0.048 
0.001 
0.039 
0.171 
-0.036 
-0.019 
-0.012 
0.0067 
0.0071 
0.0076 
-0.142 
-0.084 
-0.049 
0.000 
0.006 
0.118 
Inv in Group 1965 -0.021 0.0169 -0.033 0.211 0.0015 0.0134 0.0028 0.912 
1973 0.0191 0.0182 0.0289 0.294 -0.029 0.0216 -0.037 0.178 
1982 0.0731 0.0344 0.0708 0.034 0.0211 0.0217 0.0281 0.332 
Table 15. continued 
sex 1965 
1973 
1982 
race 1965 
1973 
1982 
education 1965 
1973 
1982 
income 1965 
1973 
1982 
R square 
1965 
1973 
1982 
Std Error 
1965 
1976 
1982 
N 
1965 
1973 
1982 
-0.471 0.0742 -0.17 
-0.51 0.0759 -0.18 
-0.566 0.0124 -0.152 
-0.063 0.0442 -0.037 
-0.62 0.1271 -0.138 
-0.207 0.2096 -0.197 
0.5592 0.0918 0.1749 
-0.443 0.0873 -0.154 
na 
0.1062 0.0186 0.1688 
0.0412 0.0107 0.1183 
-2E-04 0.0038 -0.002 
0.2997 
0.3671 
0.3449 
1.153 
1.127 
1.497 
1099 
954 
634 
0.000 -0.407 0.0765 -0.135 
0.000 -0.298 0.0849 -0.099 
0.000 -0.727 0.1072 -0.2 
0.000 
0.001 
0.000 
0.156 -0.102 0.0539 -0.048 0.059 
0.000 -0.909 0.1488 -0.171 0.000 
0.000 -0.728 0.1816 -0.118 0.000 
0.000 na 
0.000 -0.833 0.0958 -0.27 0.000 
na 
0.000 na -J-
0.000 0.012 0.0116 0.0285 0.299 " 
0.952 0.0049 0.0047 0.0296 0.301 
0.1915 
0.3108 
0.3383 
1.356 
1.259 
1.487 
1295 
956 
830 
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controlling for education in 1982. Knowledge is also associated with sex and 
race all three years (p<0.05). In reviewing the beta coefficients for these three 
controls, it is difficult to ascertain which has the greater weight since this 
varies by year. The coefficient for sex reaches as high as -0.2000 in 1982. Race 
has moderate influences in 1973 (-0.1708) and 1982 (-0.1181). Education has 
significant influences in the 1973 model. The weakest direct effects from a 
control variable according to the standardized coefficients is income. 
The presence of the control variables does diminish the significance of 
civic tolerance, internal efficacy and alienation in the model when compared to 
the model without controls. Civic tolerance has the largest influence with beta 
coefficients of anywhere from 0.1987 in 1973 to 0.3765 in 1982. Internal efficacy 
also holds similar explanatory importance, with coefficients of 0.1897 in 1965, 
0.1252 in 1973, and 0.1692 in 1982. The direct effects of alienation while 
controlling for sex, race, education and income are moderate (-0.1422, -0.0838, 
-0.0486) for the youth cohort. 
Ideological sophistication The controlled models for the parent cohort 
predicting levels of ideological sophistication explain anywhere from 17 to 20% 
of the total variance (Table 16). Sex and education have significant (p<0.01) 
direct effects on sophistication, with education contributing the highest beta 
coefficients of the control variables (0.1454 in 1965; -0.1707 in 1973). Civic 
tolerance makes fairly substantial contributions to the model in 1965 (beta = 
0.1397) and in 1973 (0.2076). Involvement in groups also retains significance in 
the model (p<0.01) all three years, although, the relative influence of the 
variable on sophistication is moderate (0.0739 in 1965; 0.0819 in 1973; and 
Table 16. Regression coefficients for ideological sophistication, by cohort and year (with controls) 
Parent Cohort Youth Cohort 
INDEP VARIABLES 
ideol sophistication ideol sophistication 
B Œ beta siq B SE beta sig 
Civic To! 1965 0.3132 0.0659 0.1397 0.000 0.2921 0.0507 0.1621 . 0.000 
1973 0.3121 0.0493 0.2076 0.000 0.2908 0.0550 0.1726 0.000 
1982 0.3296 0.0540 0.2342 0.000 0.4848 0.0572 0.2949 0.000 
Int Efficacy 1965 0.2350 0.0644 0.1150 0.000 0.2968 0.0635 0.1314 0.000 
1973 0.0689 0.0453 0.0479 0.129 0.2139 0.0668 0.1009 0.001 
1982 0.3058 0.0799 0.1528 0.000 0.3571 0.0703 0.1807 0.000 
Ext Efficacy 1965 0.1264 0.0626 0.0625 
1973 0.0903 0.0431 0.0674 
1982 0.1545 0.0704 0.0914 
0.044 na 
0.036 0.0394 
0.029 0.0292 
0.0651 
0.0675 
0.0204 
0.6650 
0.545 
0.506 
CO 
Pol Trust 1965 
1973 
1982 
-0.0477 
0.0689 
-0.3114 
0.0291 -0.0472 
0.0453 0.0479 
0.1038 -0.1096 
Alienation 1965 -0.0153 0.0065 -0.0704 
1973 -0.0051 0.0082 -0.0204 
1982 -0.0171 0.0073 -0.3091 
0.102 -0.0819 
0.129 -0.1497 
0.003 -0.0868 
0.019 -0.0062 
0.533 -0.0108 
0.020 -0.0096 
0.0369 -0.0615 0.027 
0.0378 -0.1334 0.000 
0.0392 -0.0765 0.027 
0.0078 -0.0224 0.425 
0.0079 -0.0446 0.168 
0.0067 -0.0488 0.156 
Inv in Group 1965 0.0543 0.0210 0.0739 0.010 0.0375 0.0157 0.0648 0.017 
1973 0.0584 0.0221 0.0819 0.008 0.0264 0.0238 0.0325 0.268 
1982 0.0839 0.0289 0.1069 0.004 0.0098 0.0193 0.0162 0.612 
Table 16. continued 
sex 1965 
1973 
1982 
race 1965 
1973 
1982 
education 1965 
1973 
1982 
income 1965 
1973 
1982 
R square 
1965 
1973 
1982 
Std Error 
1965 
1976 
1982 
N 
1965 
1973 
1982 
-0.2956 0.0920 -0.0933 
-0.3309 0.0924 -0.1085 
-0.3114 0.1038 -0.1096 
-0.0661 0.0548 -0.0341 
0.1598 0.1543 0.0330 
-0.2474 0.1759 -0.0530 
0.5301 0.1138 0.1454 
-0.5269 0.1060 -0.1707 
na 
0.0421 0.0231 0.0588 
0.0276 0.0129 0.0767 
0.0010 0.0032 0.0116 
0.1718 
0.1929 
0.2033 
1.4300 
1.3680 
1.2560 
1099 
954 
634 
0.001 -0.1497 
0.000 0.1213 
0.003 -0.2143 
0.0896 -0.0455 
0.0938 0.0387 
0.0950 -0.0735 
0.095 
0.197 
0.024 
0.228 -0.1125 
0.301 -0.0819 
0.160 -0.1261 
0.0631 -0.0485 0.075 
0.1645 -0.0148 0.619 
0.1610 0.0255 0.434 
0.000 na 
0.000 -0.8707 
na 
0.1058 -0.2723 0.000 
0.068 na 
0.034 0.0115 
0.075 -0.0029 
0.0128 
0.0042 
0.0261 
0.0217 
0.372 
0.493 
CO 
cn 
0.0741 
0.2196 
0.1915 
1.5870 
1.3901 
1.3190 
1295 
956 
830 
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0.1069). Internal efficacy also makes a relatively consistent statistically 
significant direct effect on sophistication for all three years. 
The equations predicting ideological sophistication for the youth studied 
between 1965 and 1982 account for up to 22% of the variance when controlling 
for sex, race, education and income. However, not one of the control variables 
remain significant (p<0.05) for two consecutive years in the regression 
analysis. In general, ideological sophistication is predicted best by civic 
tolerance and internal efficacy. Political trust is significant in 1965, 1973 and 
1982. 
Summary 
The regression analysis performed revealed a number of important 
patterns. The model in general appears to give support to the argument that 
collective insecurity, anomie and alienation affect various aspects of political 
context. This in turn, has important influences on political participation. The 
various patterns identified in the statistical analysis are discussed in the 
following chapter. 
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CHAPTER VI. DISCUSSION AND INTERPRETATION OF FINDINGS 
The overall model was designed to detect variations in political 
participation and the four elements of political context by tracing the variations 
in social integration over time. From the results of the regression analysis a 
variety of observations are in order about the overall implications of the 
models. The primary focus of this analysis is based on interpretations of the 
relationships identified before introduction of the control variables. 
Rationalization, Context and Participation 
Analysis for both cohorts indicates that the four elements of context have 
significant direct, although sometimes weak, effects on participation. Of these 
four elements, political discourse offers the strongest contribution to the 
equation, followed by political interest. Knowledge has its strongest influence 
on participation in 1973. Participation is also directly effected most consistently 
by the variables internal efficacy and involvement in groups. Civic tolerance 
also has significant effects for the parent cohort for 1973 and 1982. Discourse 
and involvement in groups are the strongest predictors of participation for both 
cohorts. 
Various indirect effects were also found in the models. Civic tolerance 
had indirect influences on participation through discourse and knowledge in 
five of the six models studied (except for youth 1965). Internal efficacy also had 
indirect effects through discourse in three of the models. These influences 
further substantiate the overall argument that the exogenous variables in the 
model were contributing to the explanation of variation in the overall level of 
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participation. These indirect influences illustrate that the variables of social 
integration directly influence political participation but also influence 
contextual variables which in turn affect political participation. 
Controlling for sex, race, education and income creates a somewhat 
different overall conclusion. The presence of these control variables eliminates 
the significance of knowledge and ideological sophistication in predicting 
participation in 1965. The youth cohort shows a consistent pattern across time, 
with discourse, interest, internal efficacy, involvement in groups, education 
and sex being the significant paths in the model. For parents, the significant 
variables are discourse, interest, ideological sophistication, involvement in 
groups all three survey periods. Education and income are significant in 1965 
and 1973. Even with the inclusion of the control variables, the strongest 
variables in the equation for both cohorts are discourse and involvement in 
groups. The explanation of these patterns focuses on sociological 
understandings in general. 
Discourse 
The level at which people discuss politics with family, friends as well as 
neighbors and co-workers is an important factor in understanding why people 
participate in certain political activities. The influences found here, however, 
underscore the interactive nature of political conversation. Conversations take 
place in a variety of contexts, such as with friends at a party, in a social 
gathering, or in the workplace. Forming verbal expressions about politics in 
many ways can be seen as a precursor to political activity. This pattern was 
established as early as 1954 by Berelson, Lazarsfeld and McPhee. 
139 
In that prior analyses have defined political context as that which 
includes an interactive dynamic between individuals (Huckfeldt 1979; Eulau 
1980), then discourse must play a role in that context. The importance of 
discourse in determining voting as well as political attitudes has been 
supported in other studies (Knoke 1990; Peterson 1990). A similar conclusion 
is suggested in the analysis completed in the previous chapter. 
Interest 
The individual's overall interest in politics has clear implications for 
participation, as demonstrated in the models. The youth studied in this 
analysis demonstrated slightly increasing levels of interest over time (based on 
comparison of means over time). As this group left high school, their 
opportunities for attentiveness to politics may have improved, corresponding to 
greater political participation. The parent cohort exhibited a similar increase 
(mean scores for interest) in political interest as well as political activity over 
time. 
Knowledge 
The role of knowledge has been extensively studied in a variety of 
settings focusing on political behaviors. The importance of knowledge in 
predicting participation during the time studied appeared to be equally 
important for both cohorts. In general, the period 1965 through 1982 can 
certainly be characterized by greater access to political information as a result 
of two forces. First, the level of education in America has increased with more 
individuals receiving a college education in 1982 than in 1965 (Collins 1979). 
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Second, the proliferation of various media and the dissemination of political 
information has also altered politically relevant behaviors (Ferejohn 1990). 
The impact of knowledge on participation was most significant for both cohorts 
in 1973. Prior to 1973, evening newscasts were becoming an important source 
of information on the War. Media reports related to Watergate were also an 
important part of the information flow in American society in the early 1970's. 
Overall, the pattern identified in the analysis may reflect the youth cohort 
attending post-secondary education as well as the changes in the role of media 
brought on by the Vietnam War and Watergate. 
Ideological sophistication 
The notion of political sophistication has been debated extensively in the 
literature on ideology in general. The results from the analysis completed • 
here suggest several conclusions. 
For the youth cohort, ideological sophistication exhibited improving 
power in predicting participation. Certainly, one would anticipate that upon 
leaving high school, individuals would develop a variety of political 
conceptualizations in order to provide interpretations to the political world. 
For this particular cohort, the events of the 1960's and 1970's apparently led to 
an increased ability to judge events in terms of the liberal-conservative 
spectrum. For the parent cohort, ideological frameworks may have already 
been in place with the onset of the 1960's, although sophistication had its 
greatest explanatory power in 1973 for the parent cohort. Inglehart (1990) has 
argued that this generation does have distinct political values. The cross-time 
comparisons offered here suggest that there may be generational differences 
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in abstract political thinking as well (note betas for youth cohort increase 
between 1965 and 1982 while parent cohort betas increase in 1973 and then 
decline in 1982). 
Internal efficacy 
If one feels capable of influencing the political system, there is a greater 
likelihood that individual will participate in a variety of political activities (Nie, 
Verba, and Petrocik 1976). The presence of the internal efficacy variable in 
predicting participation should come as no surprise based on prior analyses. 
While the strength of this variable in the models for the youth cohort increased 
over time, internal efficacy appeared to be rather stable for the parent cohort. 
The impact of the protest movements of the 1960's and the cynicism 
associated with the Watergate era did not apparently influence the fairly 
strong means for these measures for parents or the standardized betas of 
internal efficacy for youth. The youth cohort exhibited a more expected pattern 
consistent with recent studies which do suggest that cynicism in the 1970's 
was associated with a decline in participation. One possible explanation is the 
reported decline in cynicism associated with the beginning of the Reagan 
presidency of the 1980's. This might account for an increase in the predictive 
power of internal efficacy for the youth cohort by 1982 (Erikson, Luttbeg and 
Tedin 1988). 
Involvement in groups 
As noted in earlier chapters, there is a growing body of research which 
is returning attention to the involvement of individuals in secondary groups. 
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The results of the data analysis here would support this focus, suggesting that 
group membership has implications for political activity. There are a variety 
of explanations that can be associated with this pattern. 
The political activity index used in the analysis has a range of behaviors 
from voting to participating in a demonstration. The results presented above 
support the argument that belonging to more community or local 
organizations fosters political activity in general. This seems logical in that 
the person who feels like joining others in small group settings may also have 
a greater sense of social participation overall. Comparison of the two age 
groups reveals that membership may be a influenced by the effects of aging. 
The results suggest that fewer social contacts (as shown by the mean scores for 
parents) may reflect a diminished obligation to participate in politics. 
Rationalization and Political Context 
The important relationships established between the four elements of 
political context and participation make it even more essential that an 
understanding be developed as to how context can be affected. Each of the four 
aspects of political context are analyzed below with reference to the six 
indicators of social integration, which is where Habermas finds the effects of 
modernity made manifest. 
Discourse 
Can modernity affect levels of conversational interaction between 
individuals? Based on the results presented here the answer to that question is 
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yes. This aspect of context is associated consistently across time with levels of 
civic tolerance, internal efficacy and group memberships. It also appears that 
alienation has a relationship with the parent cohort, and the youth cohort in 
1982. These findings raise a number of interesting interpretations. 
Civic tolerance has greater importance for the parent cohort. One 
explanation for this pattern is that the youth cohort is more tolerant. 
Interestingly, the events of the 1960's and 1970's did not lead to any greater 
sense of collective insecurity on the part of these individuals. Perhaps the 
liberalizing influences of the period (eg., the sexual revolution, minority 
movements, etc.) did indeed permanently influence this particular cohort 
encouraging greater acceptance of outside views. 
However, collective insecurity as measured here did emerge as an 
important variable in the 1965,1973 and 1982 path analysis for the youth (model 
excluding controls). As children of the sixties became adults, their tolerance 
of outside views increased in 1973. Some historical data would support the 
conclusion that this cohort as it passed through the 1970's and 1980 8 entered a 
period of "self-searching" and normative change (Delia Fave 1980; VerofF 1981). 
These changes as documented by Yankelovich (1981) and detected in the 
models presented would lead to the conclusion that modernity has in fact 
affected this cohort at the cultural level. 
The importance of internal efficacy in predicting discourse relates to 
earlier analyses about the way in which the individual sees the self in relation 
to political systems. Internal political efficacy may have a contextual as well 
as systemic consequence. The importance of internal efficacy was 
demonstrated above for political participation in general. At the contextual 
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level, however, internal efficacy has been shown here to have a direct effect on 
levels of political discourse. 
The critical issue for the study of modernity is whether or not internal 
efficacy changes its influence over discourse over time. The analysis 
presented here shows that for the older cohort, internal efficacy had important 
effects in 1965 and 1982. For the youth, however, the strongest effects were only 
detected in 1973. Research from the emerging field of political communication 
may suggest that discourse has been positively influenced by the expanded 
access to information through the media over this time period. For some 
individuals, it is possible that gaining access to the media promotes their 
feelings of "political expertise" and thus, they are more confident about 
participating in political conversations. 
The third significant influence on discourse revealed through the 
regression analysis was that exerted by group membership. Opportunities for 
engaging in political discourse are likely to be affected by the level of group 
membership and group activity for an individual. Knoke (1990) has 
demonstrated that the group memberships can indeed "influence people's 
electoral behaviors primarily through frequent discussions of political 
matters. . ."(1056). Group membership, discourse and participation are 
intertwined in many ways as argued here. 
Interest 
The motivations one brings to the political context would seem to depend 
upon the degree of interest one expresses in politics in general. The analysis 
completed shows that interest is significantly associated with civic tolerance. 
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internal efficacy, and involvement in groups. In patterns similar to those 
described above, civic tolerance exerts influence on interest in 1973 for both 
cohorts. Internal efficacy, in contrast, is apparently affected by the events 
associated with the 1970's since this variable has the weakest explanatory 
power in equations predicting interest for both age groups. Group involvement 
has its greatest impact on interest in 1965 for both cohorts and then becomes 
insignificant for youth in 1973 and insignificant for parents in 1982. 
Knowledge 
As noted earlier, the model overall tends to explain more variance for 
both cohorts when predicting levels of knowledge. More importantly, greater 
variance is explained each survey period beginning in 1965, again in 1973 and 
then in 1982. Knowledge has significant associations with civic tolerance and 
internal efficacy, much like the other contextual variables. Civic tolerance has 
the strongest contribution to make to the equation predicting knowledge. For 
the parent, cohort in all three years and for youth in 1965 and 1973, knowledge 
is also influenced by varying degrees of alienation. Political trust, in contrast, 
plays a role in predicting knowledge for the youth cohort. 
The association between internal efficacy and knowledge can be 
explained in a number of ways. Individuals are more likely to be attentive to 
knowledge and information about politics only if they feel they play a part in 
the citizen-state relationship. Low feelings of efficacy may result in 
individuals "tuning out" information. Iyengar (1990) has argued quite 
effectively that individuals take "shortcuts" in attending to and accessing 
political knowledge. This general pattern may be a function of how the 
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individual perceives their role in the state-citizen relationship and the degree 
to which that role is seen as legitimate. Information overload is arguably a 
characteristic of a modernized society. 
Ideological sophistication 
Civic tolerance and internal efficacy had the strongest effects on 
ideological sophistication. Additional variables had limited impact on the 
parent cohort including external efficacy, alienation and group involvement. 
For the youth cohort, political trust was the only additional significant 
independent variable predicting sophistication. 
The regression analysis demonstrates that for the youth cohort, the 
relationship between tolerance and ideological sophistication grew over time. 
The difference in variance explained by the model doubles for the youth cohort 
with and without controls. For this generation, the period beginning after 
graduation from high school and college (1965 and possible 1969), up through 
1973 and 1982 was marked by entry into the career world and beginning of 
familial life for many of the respondents in the youth cohort. 
Habermas and others have demonstrated that social evolution results in 
changes in traditional occupational values and family roles. As the youth 
cohort entered the work world and started families, their confrontation with 
modernity was perhaps more acute. The result may have been an increase in 
collective insecurity, or in other words, a decline in traditional norms of 
obligation. This interpretation is confirmed in some ways by the importance of 
political trust for the youth cohort in 1965 and 1973 (the standardized beta 
coefficients for political trust and sophistication are negative these two years). 
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Individuals who do not trust political processes may have developed a less 
abstract view of political dynamics. The forces of modernity may pull the 
individual away from a more active role in the citizen-state relationship, with 
less time to concentrate on politics altogether. As a result, the opportunities 
for ideologically sophisticated discussions with friends or family diminish. 
The individual finds the political self distant from the citizen-state relationship 
and begins to question this role resulting in beliefs that politicians are crooked 
are represent the interests of a few. 
The importance of ideological sophistication in this portion of the model 
may focus attention on what amounts to a relationship between cognitive 
sophistication and feelings of efficacy. If anomic conditions brought on by 
modernity exist, how is political thinking changed? If the ideological 
sophistication variable is treated as an assessment of the ability of the 
individual to think abstractly and analytically about politics, then the data 
presented here would indicate that this ability varies by the degree to which 
anomie is present. In questioning the legitimacy of the relationship between 
citizen and state, the individual may no longer have a need for complex 
thinking structures about government. In other words, those experiencing 
anomie may be diverting their complex thinking to other aspects of the 
lifeworld rather than the political. It stands to reason that for individuals who 
believe government is too complex or that they have no say in that process, 
would retain a less abstract notion about governmental policies and outcomes. 
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Summary 
In many ways, the regression models applied to the cohort study 
focusing on youth and their parents in 1965 through 1982, is a beginning. The 
shear volume of results yielded by this complex analysis should alone indicate 
that a great deal of further interpretation and clarification is necessary. As an 
initial exploration of the relationship between modernity, political context, and 
participation, the analysis completed to this point suggests a number of 
important patterns. 
In general, the across-time approach used here demonstrates the lack of 
stability in attitudes. This should come as no surprise. Five of the six 
measures of social integration are attitudinally based (civic tolerance, internal 
efficacy, external efficacy, political trust, and the alienation index). The 
results from the regression analysis demonstrate that for the survey years 
1965,1972 and 1982 there was in general a volatility in the variables used in the 
path model. 
However, a number of consistencies appeared in the model, leading to 
perhaps greater confidence in the across-time results. In other words, the 
consistency in how some variables explained variation in context and 
participation adds strength to the overall conclusions offered. A number of 
patterns about the models are summarized below: 
1. in general, the models for the parent cohort tend to explains a greater 
proportion of the variance than the models for the youth cohort 
(see Table six). 
2. there is a clear distinction in the strength of the coefficients for certain 
variables between 1965 and 1973. By 1982, the pattern declines 
somewhat but not to the baseline levels found in 1965. 
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3. all three levels of social integration as operationalized here have 
significant influences on context and participation. 
4. introduction of the control variables in the equations predicting 
participation results in little additional variance explained for both 
cohorts in 1965 and 1973. 
5. the presence of the control variables in equations modeling the 
influence of social integration on political context add anywhere from 
2 to 12% in the explanation of variance. The greatest variance 
explained is in predicting knowledge. 
6. the models predicting variations in political context without 
controlling for sex, race, education and income, explain anywhere 
from 4 to 29% of the variance. The greatest variance explained is in 
predicting knowledge. 
The more specific associations found in the regression analysis demonstrate 
that the four elements of context have significant direct effects on political 
participation. Civic tolerance, internal efficacy and involvement in groups also 
have direct effects on participation. 
In general, these patterns are weakened or unchanged by the 
introduction of sex, race, education and income into the equation. When 
predicting participation through context, the control variables appear to 
slightly suppress the overall effects of modernity measured through the six 
variables of social integration. The presence of the control variables does 
appear to diminish slightly the effects of the independent variables on context, 
overall. 
These across-year/across-cohort comparisons provide a wealth of 
information. As a summarative assessment of the outcome of the 
hypothesized relationships, Table seventeen lists the predicted relationships 
and indicates whether or not a statistically significant (p<0.05 or better) 
relationship was indeed found in the models by year and cohort. 
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x X X 
x X X X X X 
X X X X X X 
X X X X X X 
X X X X X X 
Table 17. Summary of support for hypothesized outcomes in models excluding 
control variables (by year and cohort) 
Youth Parents 
1965 1973 1982 1965 1973 1982 
Collective 
Insecurity 
(civic tolerance): 
political 
participation 
discourse 
knowledge 
interest 
ideological 
sophistication 
Anomie 
(internal efï): 
political 
participation 
discourse 
knowledge 
interest 
ideological 
sophistication 
(political trust): 
political 
participation 
discourse x x x 
knowledge x x x 
interest x x 
ideological 
sophistication x x x x 
X X X X X X 
X X X X X X 
X X X X X X 
X X X X X X 
X X X X X 
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Table 17. (contd.) 
Youth Parents 
1965 1973 1982 1965 1973 1982 
Alienation 
(alienation index): 
political 
participation X 
discourse X X 
knowledge X X X X 
interest X X X 
ideological 
sophistication X X X 
(involvement in 
groups): 
political 
participation X X X X X 
discourse X X X X X 
knowledge 
interest X X X X 
ideological 
sophistication X X X X 
A variable is considered to have greater conceptual consistency if it appears 
frequently over time and in both cohorts. 
The four elements of context are influenced by social integration in a 
number of ways. Discourse is affected by variations in level of civic tolerance, 
internal efficacy, political trust, alienation and involvement in groups. 
Interest is influenced by changes in civic tolerance, internal efficacy, external 
efficacy and group memberships. Civic tolerance, internal efficacy and 
involvement in groups significantly affect varying degrees of political 
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knowledge. Ideological sophistication is also directly affected by all six facets 
of social integration; civic tolerance, internal and external efficacy, political 
trust, alienation, and group involvement. These results suggest that 
rationalization has significant impact on elements of political context. 
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CHAPTER VII. MODERNITY AND IMPLICATIONS FOR LEGITIMACY: 
CONCLUDING REMARKS 
The preceding analysis has provided an empirical test of the 
relationships between symptoms of modernity, elements of political context, 
and political participation. This final chapter first reviews what variables had 
significant influences on political participation. This is followed by a 
discussion of how discourse, interest, knowledge and ideological sophistication 
were affected by aspects of social integration. The third portion of the 
discussion examines the connection between these findings and legitimacy of 
the American state. This is followed by a more general treatment of where 
future research needs to focus. In closing, a theoretical comment is 
presented, allowing for a brief although much needed conceptual argument 
about the contributions future research could make to understanding 
modernity as well as the micro-macro dimensions of political context. 
Explaining Political Participation 
It was hypothesized that with increasing levels of collective insecurity, 
anomie and alienation, participation in a range of political activities would 
vary. The results of the regression analysis do in fact suggest that variations 
in political participation can be explained by: 
a. civic tolerance 
b. internal efficacy 
c. involvement in secondary groups 
d. engaging in political discourse 
e. greater interest in politics 
f. greater knowledge about politics 
g. ideological sophistication 
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These results suggest that political participation can be influenced by certain 
aspects of political context (discourse, interest, knowledge and ideological 
sophistication). Moreover, the analysis demonstrates that participation can 
also be directly affected by variations in the three levels of social integration; 
collective insecurity, anomie and alienation. These two general findings are 
discussed below in a more theoretical context. 
The correlations between discourse, interest, knowledge and ideological 
sophistication do suggest that these four elements constitute a broader concept 
which is labelled here as political context. The independent contributions of 
each of these elements, however, to predicting variations in political 
participation underscore the uniqueness of each element in the political 
context. Luskin (1990) has confirmed that interest in politics and education 
are important indicators of overall motivation to attend to political information 
and in fact, constitute additional dimensions of individual political 
sophistication. Given the results of the regression analysis performed here 
and findings from Luskin as well as others, these variables are an important 
part of the individual's cognitive resources that are brought to the context in 
which politically relevant information is shared or exchanged between 
individuals, usually through discourse. As shown in this project, variations 
in these cognitive resources has implications for the behaviors associated with 
political participation. 
To argue that participation can be influenced by context is consistent 
with prior research which demonstrates that the interactive context in which 
individuals live their daily lives is an important determinant of political 
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behavior. Rosenberg (1988) and Billig et al. (1988) do in fact suggest that 
political thinking and attitudes about power distributions in society are a 
function of human interactions. These interactions take place in a variety of 
contexts. Given the power of the discourse variable in the general model there 
is a fairly strong relationship between engaging in political conversations with 
one's spouse, co-workers, friends and family, and further political activity. 
These conversations constitute one dimension of the context which Billig and 
his colleagues suggest is an important factor in the emergence of "lived" 
ideologies. 
Overall, the level of variance explained by the models predicting 
participation for parents was generally higher than that of their children. 
Does this mean that the parents were somehow more influenced by the forces 
of rationalization? One explanation is that modernity has different influences 
on unique generations. Previous studies have offered similar explanations of 
shifts in value patterns and political attitudes in general (Inglehart 1990). The 
results from this analysis would suggest that generations do differ in the 
degree to which modernity is perhaps present, or the level at which variables 
associated with modernity can influence aspects of participation. 
The analysis demonstrated that changes in the six aspects of social 
integration also had important associations with participation. Specifically, 
the analysis was able to demonstrate that social integration as measured 
through collective insecurity, anomie and alienation, are related to different 
levels of overall political activity. 
Civic tolerance was used as an indicator of collective insecurity in 
American society for this particular study. While the mean levels of tolerance 
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over time were fairly steady, the regression analysis revealed that civic 
tolerance became a stronger predictor of political participation over time for 
both cohorts. This is, as Habermas argues, an indication that modernity has 
indeed influenced collective insecurities in society across time. 
The importance of internal efficacy to predicting participation was 
established in models for both cohorts. This association is important in that 
internal efficacy as a measure of the perceived legitimacy of the citizen-state 
relationship, does have implications for participation. If modernity increases 
the anomic tendencies of an individual in society, then one would predict that 
numerous relationships would come into question, including that between the 
individual and the state. The regression analysis supports the importance of 
internal efficacy in accounting for variations in political activity. 
Involvement in groups was also clearly related to variations in political 
activity. Prior research (Miller, Gurin, Gurin and Malanchuk 1981; Conover 
and Feldman 1984; Knoke 1990) has contributed to the argument that 
variations in political attitudes and behaviors are influenced by group 
dynamics. The regression models revealed that the level of activity in 
secondary groups is related to political participation overall. Several 
comments on the importance of group membership seem relevant. 
It may be that involvement in civic clubs, neighborhood organizations, 
and social clubs reinforces the larger sense of political participation as social 
participation. Persons in these types of organizations may encourage political 
participation as an obligation of social membership. Groups such as these 
may in fact talk about political events or issues, which would contribute to 
political activity. Moreover, as Habermas suggests, social memberships are 
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characteristic of individual or personality-level motivations to belong. The 
individuals studied in both cohorts may indeed see political participation as an 
expression of belonging. Conversely, changes in group membership attributed 
to geographical mobility, aging, or feelings of alienation, may lead to a decline 
in political activity. 
Explanations of Political Context 
The model proposed in this analysis argues that participation is a 
function of the cognitive resources and discursive levels of individual contexts. 
In this sense, the impact of varying levels of social integration have 
.consequences for context. Conceptually, this is an argument that is derived 
from Habermas and supported by more recent treatments of political behavior. 
Context is in many ways that point of analysis where the effects of modernity 
can be readily detected. To what extent did the six measures of modernity 
influence the four elements of political context? 
Habermas places a strong emphasis on the role of discourse in the 
development of the lifeworld. This is consistent with arguments offered by 
Rosenberg (1988) and Billig et al. (1988) who equate ideology with the 
development of political thinking or frameworks of reference for political 
information encountered in the interactive context. The regression models 
examined earlier found that this aspect of context can vary with changes in 
collective insecurity, anomie and alienation. 
For the parent cohort, discourse varied according to differences in civic 
tolerance (collective insecurity), political trust (anomie), the alienation index 
158 
(alienation), and involvement in groups (alienation). Higher levels of tolerance 
apparently lead to higher levels of discourse. Thus, persons experiencing 
collective insecurity are less likely to be engaging in political discourse. This is 
line with the views of Habermas, who essentially suggests that the forces of 
rationalization change the discursive contexts within a society. This view 
argues that the role of discourse is to create a sense of shared meanings. 
When rationalization creates collective insecurity individuals are less likely to 
respond by engaging in dialogue to create new meaning. Thus, societies 
which traditionally relied upon public discourse to challenge the onset of civic 
intolerances, experience a decline in discursive resolutions of the encroaching 
rationalization into the lifeworld. 
This argument is advanced in that at the societal level, the effects of 
rationalization on the lifeworld-lead to an overall questioning of established 
social relationships such as the citizen-state relationship (anomie). The data 
analysis found that internal efficacy as a measure of this relationship had 
substantial influences on political discourse, especially in 1965 and 1973. 
Individuals were no longer seeing this relationship (meaning citizen-state) as 
legitimate (anomie) leading to apparent differences in their level of political 
conversation. 
Habermas argues that individuals experiencing high feelings of 
alienation withdraw from social memberships of various types. The 
involvement in groups variable in the model assessed levels of community and 
neighborhood membership for both cohorts. For the youth cohort, the influence 
of this variable declined over time. The results indicate that involvement in 
groups is associated with levels of political conversation. If social 
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memberships are in some way altered or manipulated (e.g., the basis for 
organization becomes elite driven, or access to clubs is restricted because of 
social class), discourse can be changed. And to alter discourse in society 
results in shifts in how common meanings about politics are established. This 
occurs as a result of the comparative processes and the construction of "grand 
schémas that anchor people to larger social systems" described by Knoke 
(1990). 
As mentioned previously, there is some empirical justification in 
treating interest in politics, political knowledge and ideological sophistication 
as a set of cognitive resources brought to the political context. Inglehart (1990) 
has done this in his operationalization of cognitive mobilization, which 
includes interest, political information, education, and political skills. Luskin 
(1990) has proposed a similar cognitive set in suggesting that political 
information, interest and motivation are aspects of political sophistication. As 
a conceptual whole, interest, knowledge and sophistication are resources 
found in the political context that are influenced by variations in social 
integration. 
The level of variance explained in political knowledge leads one to 
conclude that this aspect of context is strongly influenced by modernity 
through the predicted transformations in social integration. Civic tolerance, 
internal efficacy, alienation, and to some extent for the youth cohort, political 
trust, were strong predictors of variations in levels of knowledge. Similarly, 
interest in politics was influenced by civic tolerance, internal efficacy, 
alienation (youth) and group involvement (parents). Ideological sophistication 
was directly affected by civic tolerance and internal efficacy for both age 
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groups. Sophistication within the youth cohort was also affected by variations 
in external efficacy, alienation and group involvement. These findings lead to 
several important conclusions about the relationship between modernity and 
the cognitive resources brought to the political context. 
With higher levels of collective insecurity, anomie, and alienation, 
individuals may be selectively attentive to different types and levels of political 
information. Since Luskin (1990) argues that political sophistication is 
associated with interest and intelligence, one might interpret the regression 
results to indicate that motivation and ability to assess and organize political 
information is influenced by individual levels of social integration. That is, 
low tolerance, low efficacy, and alienation may result in little motivation to 
follow politics or organize political information from the environment. The 
forces of rationalization impact upon these cognitive resources in the political 
context, and thus change the degree to which the individual attends to political 
stimuli. 
This relationship between political cognitions and information is now 
the subject of further empirical analysis. The study of political 
communications is placing an emphasis on understanding what role 
information plays in the decision to be political (Nimmo and Swanson 1990). 
In addition, the way information flows in society and the impact of this flow on 
democratic processes is also receiving attention (Ferejohn 1990). Habermas 
does in fact address how the flow of information in modern societies has 
implications for discourse and context in general. In light of the results from 
the models, the importance of modernity in influencing political sophistication 
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and thinking justifies further inquiries into the effects of collective insecurity, 
anomie and alienation. 
Rationalization and Legitimacy 
The empirical relationships established between rationalization, context 
and participation raises various about the micro-macro dimensions of state 
legitimacy. Unfortunately, Habermas is less articulate about the linkages 
between the colonized lifeworld and the impact of the lifeworld pathologies on 
legitimation (White 1988). This is troubling in that much of what Habermas is 
arguing at the macro-level emphasizes the concept of legitimation crisis. 
Perhaps he, like so many others, has been limited by the problems of micro-
macro transitions in social theory. 
One of the central tenants of Habermas' works is his notion of 
legitimacy. He asserts that the economic, political and social sub-systems 
each contribute to a larger whole. When one of the sub-systems fails to 
contribute, a crisis may occur, leading to changes or forces which bring 
equilibrium back to the entire system. The crisis of legitimacy occurs when 
the state is unable to: 
1. preserve capital accumulation in the economy; and 
2. maintain mass loyalty through political values and norms in the 
socio-cultural sub-system. 
The focus of this project has been on the second relationship, emphasizing the 
connections between political and socio-cultural sub-systems. The first 
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relationship is assumed to emerge when state redistributions of wealth are no 
longer considered sufficient by the masses. 
In some ways, the period of the 1960's and 1970's approximate the 
conditions contributing to a legitimation crisis. Recall from the historical 
overview of the period, American politics was marked by demands from 
numerous segments of society, including the young, women, and minorities. 
DeHaven-Smith (1988) has attempted to demonstrate that the policies of the 
Great Society were in fact indicative of the type of systemic adaptation which 
occurs during crises of legitimacy. His evidence suggests that policy outcomes 
associated with the Johnson administration were attempts by the state to 
maintain political support by the expansion of income transfer programs and 
implementation of social action projects. These reactions paralleled the 
decline in public confidence in political institutions. He points out, however, 
that these initiatives were temporary. And indeed, the policies initiated by 
President Reagan beginning in 1981, were conservative reactions bringing the 
pendulum back to encouraging capital accumulation. A true crisis of 
legitimacy was thus avoided. 
The data analysis demonstrates that between 1965 and 1973 there was a 
general strengthening of the basic model which relies upon variables of the 
colonized lifeworld to predict aspects of political context and participation. In 
predicting participation as well as changes in political context, civic tolerance, 
internal efficacy and involvement in groups played an important role in the 
model. Alienation was important to political context for parents as was 
political trust for context in the youth cohort. Given that the 1960's and 1970's 
represented a near crisis in legitimacy, the model would appear to have 
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detected this historical pattern. Empirically, the relationships presented 
demonstrate the macro-historical utility of the model by using longitudinal 
survey data. 
The presence of a truly historical pattern would be further supported by 
the inclusion of a fourth survey period. The impact of the Reagan era on the 
conditions of legitimacy would provide an important clue to the continuation of 
modernity as well as perhaps predicting the likelihood of future crises in 
legitimacy. 
The importance of these historical forces have implications for not only 
immediate public attitudes but they may also have long term effects for 
emerging political generations. Recall that the equations for the parent cohort 
had overall greater tendencies to explain more variance. The models for the 
youth cohort were in this regard weaker. The impact of modernity is no doubt 
a slow process. It is truly, evolutionary. Or, more appropriate to the thinking 
of Habermas, American society is maturing from one stage of cognitive-moral 
development to another. For the youth cohort, the variables used here to 
monitor modernity were not as conceptually powerful. 
The generational differentiation is perhaps best understood by 
considering the dependent variable used in the models. The index constructed 
measured mostly traditional forms of political participation (voting, giving 
money to candidates, writing letters to the editor, etc.). When compared to 
their parents, the youth cohort may not be as motivated to participate in these 
more conventional forms of behavior. 
Habermas has addressed this behavioral phenomenon in his analysis of 
the "new social movements." He argues that the types of value shifts which 
164 
contribute to participation in these movements is based on a personal need to 
"defend or reinstate endangered ways of Hfe, or how to put reformed ways of 
life into practice" (in White 1988). The political activism of these individuals 
(e.g., peace activists, radical ecologists, gays, counter-cultural movements) 
may be motivated by a defensive posture against the regime rather than an 
attempt to offensively gain control of the political structure in general. 
Inglehart (1990) has provided evidence to suggest that these shifting values in 
the socio-cultural sub-system are associated with younger citizens. The cohort 
differences detected in the models may be a reflection of the preferences by the 
youth cohort for more non-conventional political activity (environmental 
activism, group meetings on community concerns, etc.). Eventually, this 
should have consequences for legitimacy of existing political structures and 
processes. 
A Review of the Conceptual Model 
In chapter two, a synthesis of political sociological themes were used in 
order to sift from Habermas a more general framework about the linkages 
between advanced stages of capitalism and the consequences of capitalist 
evolution for micro level phenomena. The synthesis suggested that political 
sociology is inherently interested in the study of structural as well as social 
psychological concepts relating to political dynamics. More specifically, it was 
argued that political sociology offers a broad perspective on three general 
claims. 
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The initial claim was that political action be understood as surrounded 
in historical, economic and institutional dynamics. Bell (1990a, 1990b) made 
this point in suggesting that culture be treated as the concept by which history 
and more immediate experiences are linked. Habermas makes a similar 
argument, outlining much like Weber, the historical evolution leading to the 
onset of modernity. Moreover, he emphasizes that advancing stages of 
capitalism place pressures on the inter-relationships between the economic, 
political and cultural spheres of life. In this sense, Habermas provides an 
important framework for speculating about the importance of historical, 
economic and institutional dynamics to political action. Power as seen 
through this perspective is a function of "steering" political actions within the 
society. 
A preliminary history of the period studied in this project (1965 to 1982) 
was described mostly to test in a preliminary manner the assumption that 
modernity has indeed become present in American society. It's difficult to 
mark where stages of evolution end and begin, and certainly, the history 
provided in chapter six was no attempt to make clear temporal demarcations. 
But the evidence offered suggests that American society is indeed experiencing 
the types of "symptoms" Habermas associates with the evolutionary stage of 
modernity. Specifically, data were reviewed which on the surface would 
indicate that social institutions, such as the family, education and politics, are 
experiencing the types of changes which characterize modernity. Moreover, 
the data presented serve as a foundation for claiming that cultural 
transformations are indeed in progress, with empirical detections of shifts in 
the American normative structure (Yankelovich 1981; Inglehart 1990). 
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Finally, studies of historical events, such as Watergate and Vietnam, were 
reviewed in order to assess the degree to which these "transcendental" forces 
influenced American society. These findings support the claim that 
American society between 1965 and 1982 was indeed experiencing the 
influences Habermas associates with modernity and rationalization. 
The second claim identified in the political sociology outlined earlier 
urges greater attention to the characteristics of the relationship between 
political institutions and the individual. Drawing from Habermas, an 
argument was presented which parallels themes heralded by Coser, Bendix 
and others. This argument was that politics is an associational phenomena. 
Structures and individuals are best understood in their context, or for 
Habermas, the lifeworld. From this, the focus shifts to why people give 
meaning to certain interactions and associations. More importantly, an 
understanding of how that meaning can be altered must be developed. 
Habermas believes that the influences of history and capitalist evolution result 
in certain disruptions in the lifeworld. These disruptions affect politically 
relevant associations. 
The one associational aspect of the lifeworld examined in this project 
was that of social integration. The dimension was studied in terms of whether 
or not the crises predicted by Habermas (collective insecurity, anomie, and 
alienation) existed during the period studied. These concepts were 
operationalized at various levels. Collective insecurity was analyzed in terms 
of adherence to democratic pluralism (civic tolerance). The rationale applied 
was that modernity would alter the willingness of individuals to tolerate 
outside or extreme views. Anomie was evaluated in terms of feelings of 
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political efficacy and political trust harbored by individuals. These concepts 
were treated as means for assessing the level at which individuals recognized 
their citizen-based relationship with the state. This definition captures the 
general sense of legitimately recognized social interactions; namely the social 
contract between state and the individual. Finally, alienation was measured 
in terms of social membership. This had two dimensions. First, social 
membership was assessed as an overall feeling of belonging. Based on prior 
work, social membership was defined in terms of self-confidence, personal 
trust, and involvement in decisions that affect the individual. Second, 
membership was measured as an additive index of belonging to a variety of 
clubs and community organizations. From these two levels of 
conceptualization, association could be measured directly (group involvement) 
and psychologically (self-confidence, personal trust). 
The third claim that is supported by the dramaturgical and 
hermeneutic nature of Habermas leads to a particular emphasis on the 
contextual nature of politics. This idea moves one step closer to the individual 
level of.analysis. At this point of abstraction, Habermas highlights the 
psychological resources that are important in the social interaction. The 
individual histories, knowledge and cognitive abilities brought to the 
interaction are unique. These resources influence the more direct interaction 
between individuals, the communicative interaction. Language and discourse 
are thus, important parts of the social action at this point of abstraction. 
Modernity, however, can change these contextual dynamics. Levels of 
knowledge and information, for example, may vary according to structural 
influences, such as social class. The political sociological works of Coser and 
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Bendix as well as the more recent contributions of Rosenberg (1988) and Billig 
et al. (1988) underscore the importance of understanding politics within social 
context. These works served as the basis for identifying what characteristics of 
context are important in the creation of political thinking. From these and 
other studies, variables such as knowledge about government, interest in 
politics, and tendencies to recognize uses of the liberal-conservative spectrum, 
are worthy of study. The level of political conversation is also made important 
in this model in that it is the most external expression of the cognitive 
resources brought to the interaction, and moreover, it allows for testing the 
nature of political talk within its context. 
Directions for Future Research 
Like many analyses, this project has raised more questions than 
answered. Future research should consider a variety of issues, including a 
general methodological concern as well as substantive inquiries in a variety of 
areas. Given the preceding emphasis on context, one would assume that the 
most appropriate methodology for examining the impact of rationalization on 
the formation of ideology is a qualitative approach. This is especially true in 
light of the criticisms outlined by Rosenberg, Billig et al., and the everyday 
model of political behavior described by Peterson (1990). Certainly, Habermas 
suggests that understanding the transformation of the lifeworld at the 
discursive level requires a methodological orientation which summarizes 
contexts. Arguably, a qualitative methodology would provide greater insight 
into the more micro aspects of the nature and mechanics of the relationship 
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between modernization and the development of political thinking. This 
project, however, pursues a more general descriptive analysis of the causal 
relationships between micro-level variables and macro variables. 
An additional methodological note addresses concerns over the 
conceptualization of variables in the model. The low alpha scores suggest that 
in some ways, the items used in the construction of variables such as civic 
tolerance, internal efficacy, and group involvement, were not highly reliable. 
Future research should develop items which more reliably capture the 
concepts of collective insecurity, anomie and alienation. For example, 
feelings of normlessness and cultural alienation may be useful items to 
include in the alienation index. Additional questions which directly measure 
group membership and activity may be useful as well, allowing for a more in-
depth understanding of social membership. Items which more accurately 
assess the concept of citizenship should also be included in future surveys. 
Especially important would be the inclusion of items which measure feelings 
of civic-commitment or feelings associated with citizenship. These 
suggestions of course highlight ithe continued assertion that aggregate data 
analysis can make an important contribution to understanding the 
relationships between rationalization, political context, and participation. 
Future research which follows the agenda outlined in this discussion 
will need to address this need for qualitative research in order to more fully 
understand how political thinking emerges. This is especially true for 
understanding the connections between social integration and political 
context. The importance of political discourse and knowledge justify more 
cognitively oriented approaches taking into account the effects of modernity on 
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the individual. The emergence of the internal efficacy and group membership 
variables as important variables also point to future research projects. Craig, 
Niemi and Silver (1990) have to some extent initiated a more in-depth 
examination of political efficacy and trust, raising important questions about 
distinguishing between support for a national system of government as well as 
the notion of regime-based efficacy. The idea of regime-based efficacy holds 
particular relevance to Habermas in that the focus is on individual feelings of 
efficacy with regard to democratic rules and procedures. 
This study has also demonstrated the empirical utility of small group 
social-psychology to understanding both political context and participation. 
Knoke's (1990) recent work underscores the significance of social networks to 
understanding the social-psychology of political attitude formation. Recent 
European studies of small group processes and participation in social 
movements may prove to be a particularly useful paradigm for assessing the 
impact of modernity on context (Turner 1987; Melucci 1988) in that these 
models focus on the how small group interactions have effects on social 
identities and categorization of the self into certain social groupings. Group 
membership may prove to be a critical linkage in micro-macro theories about 
the relationship between the state and the citizen. 
Greater attention to the association between information and cognition 
is also due. The models used here indicate that ideological sophistication, 
political interest, and political knowledge can vary with differing levels of 
collective insecurity, anomie and alienation. The literature reviewed earlier 
demonstrates that a newfound emphasis on information and political 
cognition is timely if not overdue. In terms of Habermas' theory of modernity. 
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these cognitive aspects of politics have macro and micro implications. The 
technocratic-consciousness that becomes the modernist ideology will no doubt 
influence levels of individual knowledge, access to political information, and 
perhaps political sophistication (Luskin 1990). This raises serious questions 
about elite manipulations of the flow of information in society. The media as a 
socio-cultural dimension also become an important area of study. 
Additionally, the questions raised around the differences in cohorts 
suggest that attention to how modernity influences socialization may deserve 
attention. Recall that socialization is in fact a third process which Habermas 
finds critical to understanding the formation of the lifeworld. In various ways, 
the approach suggested by Rosenberg (1988) underscores the importance of 
socialization processes to the development of political thinking. There is little 
doubt that a strong argument can be made that socialization would affect 
political context. Aspects of political sophistication, or political interest may 
indeed be a function of childhood experiences. Moreover, communicative 
patterns are established in childhood, which raises important questions about 
how modernity could influence discourse. These and other developmental 
issues have implications for context, and perhaps, participation. 
The importance of socialization also has another aspect to it that 
perhaps is more in line with current ideas about life processes or life cycles. 
For the youth cohort, there were distinct patterns around the two survey years 
1965 and 1973. As mentioned a number of times, the shifl;s in these patterns 
can be attributed to leaving school and either beginning to work, start college, 
or establish some independence from the family. This life transition has some 
important implications to the model. 
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At the macro level, 1965 and years prior to that represent a period in 
time in which the youth cohort was very much embedded in a larger social 
institution called school. Leaving this institution is perhaps significant to the 
question of adapting to the modernized lifeworld. Transitions from one social 
institution (school) to another (work) may provide an intriguing moment in life 
histories to study the influences of modernity. Habermas and his intellectual 
foundation places a heavy emphasis on the encroaching 
administrative/bureaucratic consciousness of advanced capitalist societies. To 
study the transition individuals make from social institution to social 
institution could potentially reveal even gi-eater understandings about the 
impact of modernity on the individual. 
A Theoretical Comment on Micro-Macro Issues 
In opening this analysis, reference was made to the micro-macro 
discussion in sociology. A major focus of this contemporary discussion is on 
the inter-relationships between structural dimensions of society and 
individual interactions and psychologies. Zelditch (1991) has identified two 
trends in the literature addressing the micro macro issue. These trends 
include an emphasis on maintaining a distinction between macro and micro 
variables. The second emphasizes an integration of the macro and micro. The 
latter is in fact concerned with integrating what is known about systems or 
structures, and individual actors. The analysis offered in this project is an 
attempted integration, treating macro and micro variables not as mutually 
exclusive, but rather mutually intertwined. 
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The political sociology of Habermas is an integration of the macro and 
micro. In this analysis, structure was represented by the historical influences 
identified between 1965 and 1982. Moreover, the three dimensions of social 
integration represent cultural and societal representations in the lifeworld. 
Perhaps more consistent with current research on groups and networks, 
group involvement also represented structure. The micro aspects of the model 
were the discursive practices of the respondents studied as well as the 
cognitive resources brought to the political context. These micro dimensions 
were predicted to vary by differing levels of social integration for each 
respondent. The behavioral outcomes of this general relationship were 
represented in the index of political activity. At the micro-level, this index 
measured respondent behaviors as an outcome of contextual variations as well 
as structural variations. Thus, the levels of abstraction that Habermas brings 
to his theory are represented in the overall model linking modernity with 
political context and political participation. 
One way to assess the strength of a concept is to compare it with another 
similar tool of analysis. Two recent treatments of the macro-micro issue may 
be useful benchmarks for guaging the product of this research project. The 
model was developed on a variety of assumptions, including that modernity 
can change individuals, and that individuals can change systems. Coleman 
(1987) has argued that this approach has in fact been characteristic of 
traditional sociological thinking. He believes that micro-macro transitions in 
sociological study follow a basic pattern which begins with the macro. Systems 
or historical influences are identified as have an impact on other systems. The 
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social analyst, however, is also interested in "dipping down" into the micro 
aspects of this macro level influences. 
Coleman's argument has useful applications to this effort. First, the 
endeavor began by arguing that modernity has influences on political 
legitimacy. These are both macro level aspects of evolving systems of 
capitalism. An important finding in the model was the influence of group 
memberships which represents a middle-range of social organization. From 
this meseo-level more micro linkages can be constructed. Specifically, the 
impact of modernity on individual political contexts can be explored. And the 
implications of context for participation are also added to the overall model. 
The framework outlined by Coleman would depict the shape of micro-macro 
analysis as that in figure 11: 
modernity 
(group membership) ^ legitimacy 
discourse ^ political 
acts (voting) 
Figure 11. The macro-micro transition between modernity, political context 
and state legitimacy 
Group membership as an aspect of modernity has influences on state 
legitimacy. Certain groups seek to influence the state as part of the steering 
dynamics that Habermas and other suggest are present in capitalist systems. 
Interest groups may seek a certain policy outcome. This is the macro-macro 
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association. But groups also are composed of individuals who may discuss 
and debate certain policy demands. Discussion is itself a micro activity that 
occurs in a political context, and is influenced by anomie or alienation. 
Discourse also has important influences on political acts or the likelihood of 
engaging in certain political behaviors. This is the micro-micro association. 
But, these behaviors have implications for state legitimacy. Voting is a good 
example in that it is one way in which masses of individuals can influence 
state activities. This overall framework of the macro-micro transitions of 
inquiry and argument suggest that the model constructed in this project has 
empirical and thus, conceptual utility at the theoretical level. 
Secondly, one might also conclude that one strength of the model, as a 
micro-macro assessment, is its attempt to capture historical influences 
through a longitudinal methodology, which in turn measures aspects of 
context and behavior. Huber (1991) urges a similar approach in her study of 
gender stratification. She constructs a macro-micro analysis by relying upon 
an understanding of macro-historical influences on a survey cohort. The 
survey captures individual variations in attitudes and beliefs. When 
interpreted together, history and the "microcosmic snapshot" offer the 
sociologist a richer understanding of the "origin, persistence, and inter­
relations" of social phenomena. The political sociology as outlined in this 
analysis of modernity and political context offers a similar theoretical 
understanding. 
A parallel consideration with the importance of studying cohorts is a 
return to the transitions individuals make in their lives between macro-level 
systems. As mentioned above, graduating from high school or college requires 
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a transition in roles dictated by systems. The ability of individuals to adapt to 
these new roles, may indicate the adaptive ability of individuals in the modern 
context. How systems define these roles throughout history is important to 
framing the relevant micro-macro questions of study. Habermas suggests this 
by urging a simultaneous study of socialization, social integration, and 
cultural reproduction. 
Conclusion 
The project undertaken here has been exploratory. It represents an 
attempt to shape various macro-micro concepts described by the complex 
writings of Jurgen Habermas. These concepts are fertile ground for future 
analyses exploring the contextual nature of politics as well as the influences of 
modernity. A similar course has been charted by Anthony Giddens (1990) who 
also gives importance to context and discourse in shaping social phenomena. 
The work of Collins (1975) may also prove to be a valuable conceptual 
alternative applied to political behavior and more generally, political sociology. 
The future task is challenging. But the theoretical paucity that now 
faces much of the work on political behavior could be addressed by these recent 
meta-theoretical attempts. Empirical analyses of the past 50 years provide a 
solid foundation for future theorizing and testing. These new theories will no 
doubt lead to reformulations of methodologies and questions. The thinking 
and findings reviewed here suggest that political sociology can make a 
significant contribution to the discipline mostly by integrating more traditional 
disciplines such as political science, psychology, and anthropology. To do so 
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will further the expansion of the challenge laid out by Mills over 40 years ago; 
to expand the sociological imagination. 
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APPENDIX A. OUTLINE SUMMARY OF ITEMS USED IN VARIABLE 
CONSTRUCTION, INCLUDING RESULTS OF FACTOR 
ANALYSIS FOR YOUTH COHORT 
Variables and Items Factor Loadings 
I. Collective Insecurity 
A. Civic Tolerance 
1.1965 
all governments should be like ours 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
allow speech in opposition to 
church or religion 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
allow communist to hold elective office 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
factor 1 
.7013 
.6964 
.5994 
2.1973 
all governments should be like ours 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
allow speech in opposition to church 
or religion 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
allow communist to hold elective office 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
3.1982 
all governments should be like ours .7022 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
allow speech in opp to church or .6238 
or religion 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
allow communist to hold elective office .7827 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
.7105 
.5824 
TCOO 
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II. Anomie 
A. External Efficacy 
1.1965 
no variable for students in 1965 
2.1973 
government doesn't care what people like me think 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
people like me have no say in government 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
3.1982 
government doesn't care what people like me think 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
people like me have no say in government 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
B. Internal Political Efficacy 
1.1965 
voting is only way to have say 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
government is beyond understanding 
Cl=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
2.1973 
voting is only way to have say 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
government is beyond understanding 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
3.1982 
voting is only way to have say 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
government is beyond understanding 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
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C. Political Trust 
1.1965 factor 1 
people running government are crooked .6380 
(l=good deal 3=some 5=not much) 
people in government waste money .6356 
(l=not much 3=some 5=alot) 
can trust government to do what is right .6567 
(l=about always 3=most time 5=some time) 
are government people smart .5543 
(l=know what doing 3=depends 5=don't know) 
government for all or few .6695 
(l=benefit of all 3=depends 5=few big int) 
2.1973 
people running government are crooked .6408 
(l=good deal 3=some 5=not much) 
people in government waste money .6520 
(l=not much 3=some 5=alot) 
can trust government to do what is right .7246 
(l=about always 3=most time 5=some time) 
are government people smart .5401 
(l=know what doing 3=depends 5=don't know) 
government for all or few .7065 
(l=benefit of all 3=depends 5=few big int) 
3.1982 
people running government are crooked .6289 
(l=good deal 3=some 5=not much) 
people in government waste money .5989 
(l=not much 3=some 5=alot) 
can trust government to do what is right .7023 
(l=about always 3=most time 5=some time) 
are government people smart .5362 
(l=know what doing 3=depends 5=don't know) 
government for all or few .6951 
(l=benefit of all 3=depends 5=few big int) 
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III, Alienation 
A. Alienation Index 
factor 1 factor 2 factor 3 
1.1965 
have you usually felt .4271 -.2224 .3395 
pretty sure your life 
would work out the way you 
want it to, or have there 
been times when you haven't been 
very sure about it 
(l=pretty sure 3=depends 5=not sure) 
are you the kind of person .3977 -.0312 .5669 
that gets more than his share 
of bad luck or do you usually 
have mostly good luck 
(l=good 3=depends 5=bad) 
when you make plans are .4379 -.2853 .5008 
you usually able to carry 
them out as expected, or do 
things come up that make you 
change your plans 
(l=as expected 3=depends 5=change plans) 
how much influence do you -.3894 .5650 .1752 
feel you have in family decisions 
affecting yourself 
(l=much influence 2=some 3=none) 
if a decision is made you don't -.2945 .5556 .1752 
like do you feel free to complain 
(l=feel free to complain 2=feel uneasy 
3=better not to complain) 
does your family want to -.3460 .3049 .2962 
have quite a lot to say about 
your friends and places 
you go (l=alot to say 
2=left on my own 3=average) 
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can people be trusted .6657 .3169 -.2267 
(l=most people 3=depends 5=cant trust) 
most people helpful .5769 .4452 -.1000 
(l=helpfixl 3=depends 5=look out for self) 
most people are fair .6527 .3886 -.1444 
(l=fair 3=depends 5=take advantage) 
2.1973 
factor 1 factor 2 
have you usually felt .3730 .5792 
pretty sure your life 
would work out the way you 
want it to, or have there 
been times when you haven't been 
very sure about it 
(l=pretty sure3=depends 5=not sure) 
are you the kind of person .4423 ,4794 
that gets more than his share 
of bad luck or do you usually 
have mostly good luck 
(l=good3=depends5=bad) 
when you make plans are .3933 .6422 
you usually able to carry 
them out as expected, or do 
things come up that make you 
change your plans 
(l=as expected3=depends5=change plans) 
can people be trusted 
(l=most people 3=depends 5=cant trust) 
most people helpful 
(l=helpful 3=depends 5=look out for self) 
most people are fair 
(l=fair 3=depends 5=take advantage) 
.7537 -.2688 
.7273 -.2974 
.7566 -.3459 
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3.1982 
factor 1 factor 2 factor 3 
have you usually felt .4708 -.0546 .3507 
pretty sure your life 
would work out the way you 
want it to, or have there 
been times when you haven't been 
very sure about it 
(l=pretty sure3=depends 5=not sure) 
are you the kind of person .4297 -.1227 .2377 
that gets more than his share 
of bad luck or do you usually 
have mostly good luck 
(l=good 3=depends 5=bad) 
when you make plans are 
you usually able to carry 
them out as expected, or do 
things come up that make you 
change your plans 
(l=as expected 3=depends 
.3926 -.0881 .6302 
5=change plans) 
.5269 .2795 when decisions are made -.4323 
affecting your own work, 
do those in authority consult you 
(l=usually 2=sometimes 
3=rarely 4=never) 
if a decision were made afifecting -.3577 
your work that you disagreed 
with strongly, would you 
feel free to complain 
(l=free 2=uneasy 3=better not to) 
.4999 .2233 
do you think those who run -.3817 .4437 .3852 
the place where you work 
take your interests and needs 
into account 
(l=take my interests into account 
2=ignore 3=depends) 
can people be trusted .6989 .3641 -.1615 
(l=most people 3=depends 5=cant trust) 
most people helpful .6884 .3449 -.0626 
(l=helpful 3=depends 5=look out for self) 
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most people are fair .6976 .4171 
(l=fair 3=depends 5=take advantage) 
B. Involvement in Groups 
1.1965 
participate in: factor 1 factor 2 
school newspaper or annual .1275 .6469 
hobby clubs .3993 -.1582 
school subject clubs .4325 .3289 
occupation clubs .3022 .5933 
neighborhood groups .6318 -.2852 
religious clubs .6332 .1188 
youth service organizations .5233 -.4519 
(O=not a member l=member but not active 
2=fairly active 3=very active) 
the group involvement variable for youth, 1965 
includes items from factor one only. 
2.1973 
participate in: factor 1 factor 2 
church groups .1177 .4155 
lodges or fraternal org .5309 . -.2381 
neighborhood groups .4376 .3547 
informal clubs .4666 .4848 
business or professional .4842 .1299 
sports groups .5918 -.2464 
labor unions .3181 -.6949 
(O=not a member l=member but not active 
2=fairly active 3=very active) 
the group involvement variable for youth, 1973 
includes five items: sports groups, fraternal orgs, 
neighborhood clubs, informal clubs and church 
groups. 
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3.1982 
participate in factor 1 factor 2 factor 3 
church group .2576 .3806 .7710 
lodges or fraternal org .4256 -.2005 .4921 
neighborhood groups .4747 .4767 -.1127 
informal clubs .4853 .3489 -.1309 
business or professional .3913 .3398 -.4555 
sports clubs .5551 -.4716 -.1683 
civic organization .6179 -.4522 -.0063 
(O=not a member l=member but not active 
2=fairly active 3=very active) 
the group involvement variable for youth, 1982 
includes five items: sports groups, fraternal orgs, 
neighborhood clubs, informal clubs and church 
groups. 
IV. Context of Ideology 
A. Political Discourse 
1.1965 
amount of political conversation in family .7298 
(l=xperwk 2=xpermonth 3=xperyr 4=na) 
amount of political conversation with friends .7113 
(l=xperwk 2=xpermonth 3=xperyr 4=na) 
amount of political conversation with adults .6649 
(l=xperwk 2=xpermonth 3=xperyr 4=na) 
2.1973 
influence others-who 
(ll=family 12=:friend 13=work 14=family+friend 
15=family+work 16=friend+work 17=all 18=canvass) 
discuss politics with spouse 
(l=often 2=pretty often 3=not often 5=no) 
3.1982 
influence others-who 
(ll=family 12=friend 13=work 14=family+friend 
15=family+work 16=friend+work 17=all 18=canvass) 
discuss politics with spouse 
(l=often 2=pretty often 3=not often 5=no) 
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B. Political interest 
1.1965 
2.1973 
3.1982 
would you say you follow what's going on in 
government most of the time (4), some of the 
time (3), only now and then (2), or hardly 
at all (1). 
C. Political Knowledge 
1.1965 
sum of correct answers to: 
factor 1 
length of senate term .4101 
where is Tito leader .6536 
# on supreme court .6249 
name of governor .4731 
location of WWII 
concentration camps. .5489 
was FDR Dem or Rep .5904 
the knowledge index for youth 1965, as used by 
Jennings and Niemi includes all six items 
2.1973 
sum of correct answers to: 
factor 1 
length of senate term .6894 
Tito leader in what country .7200 
# on supreme court .6777 
name of governor .7404 
location of 
concentration camps .7642 
FDR dem or rep .7474 
thé knowledge index for youth 1973, as used by 
Jennings and Niemi includes all six items 
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3.1982 
sum of correct responses to: 
factor 1 factor 
length of senate term .0906 .9063 
Tito leader in what country .6854 -.3035 
# on supreme court .7031 -.0501 
name of governor .3334 .1334 
location of 
concentration camps .6125 .0766 
FDR dem or rep .4454 .2003 
who succeeded JFK .5183 .2055 
country bordering N/8 Vietnam .7022 -.1793 
the knowledge index for youth 1973, as used by 
Jennings and Niemi includes all eight items 
D. Ideological Sophistication 
1.1965 
2.1973 
3.1982 
Index constructed by Jennings and Niemi based on 
responses to a series of questions: 
- are there differences between the two parties? what 
are they? 
- would you say either one of the parties is more 
conservative or liberal than the other? 
- which party is more conservative? 
- what do you have in mind when you say that the 
are more conservative than the ? 
V. Political Activity 
A. 1965 
student political activity for 1965 only was assessed 
based on student participation in school politics and 
government (eg., did you run for student council or 
club office, did you vote in student elections, etc.) 
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B. 1973 
sum of yes responses to the following items: 
factor 1 factor 2 
vote in 72 presidential election .5244 .5562 
vote in 72 congressional election .4828 .6970 
vote in 68 presidential election .3597 .3723 
attended a political rally .6479 -.2678 
wear political buttons/stickers .5640 -.1569 
given money to a party or candidate .5873 -.2417 
written a letter to the editor .4656 -.3449 
contacted a public official .5766 -.1319 
participated in a protest .4666 -.2704 
or demonstration 
other political activities .5977 -.3130 
the political activity index used in the analysis 
includes all ten items for youth 1973. 
C. 1982 
sum of yes responses to the following items: 
factor 1 factor 2 
vote in 80 presidential election .5062 .7031 
vote in 80 congressional election .4348 .6427 
vote in 76 presidential election .5049 .5638 
attended a political rally .7182 -.2912 
wear political buttons/stickers .5813 -.2403 
given money to a party or candidate .6621 -.2118 
written a letter to the editor .4388 -.0795 
contacted a public official .5605 -.2413 
participated in a protest .3646 -.1198 
or demonstration 
other political activities .6865 -.3118 
the political activity index used in the analysis 
includes all ten items for youth 1982. 
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APPENDIX B. OUTLINE SUMMARY OF ITEMS USED IN VARIABLE 
CONSTRUCTION, INCLUDING RESULTS OF FACTOR 
ANALYSIS FOR PARENT COHORT 
Variables and Items 
I. Collective Insecurity 
A. Civic Tolerance 
L 1965 
all governments should be like ours 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
allow speech in opposition to church 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
allow communist to hold elec office 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
2.1973 
all governments should be like ours 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
allow speech in opposition to church 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
allow communist to hold elective office 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
3.1982 
all government should be like ours 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
allow speech in opposition to church 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
allow communist to hold elective office 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
Factor Loadings 
factor 1 
.6190 
.7791 
.7618 
.6296 
.6962 
.7639 
.6867 
.6818 
.7471 
II. Anomie 
A. External Efficacy 
1.1965 
government people ignore my views 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
I have no say in government 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
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2.1973 
government doesn't care what people like me think 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
people like me have no say in government 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
3.1982 
government doesn't care what people like me think 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
people like me have no say in government 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
B. Internal Political Efficacy 
1.1965 
voting is only way to have say 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
government is beyond understanding 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
2.1973 
voting is only way to have say 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
government is beyond understanding 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
3.1982 
voting is only way to have say 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
government is beyond understanding 
(l=agree 3=depends 5=disagree) 
C. Political Trust factor 1 
1.1965 
people running government are crooked .6987 
(l=good deal 3=some 5=not much) 
people in government waste money .6923 
(l=not much 3=some 5=alot) 
can trust government to do what is right ,6844 
(l=about always 3=most time 5=some time) 
are government people smart .6293 
(l=know what doing 3=depends 5=don't know) 
government is for all or few .7414 
(l=benefit of all 3=depends 5=few big int) 
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.6428 
.6496 
.7348 
.5259 
.7209 
.7638 
.7037 
.6254 
.3954 
.5883 
III. Alienation 
A. Alienation 
1.1965 
factor 1 factor 2 factor 3 
have you usually felt .2652 -.2959 .6067 
pretty sure your life 
would work out the way you 
want it to, or have there 
been times when you haven't been 
very sure about it 
(l=pretty sure 3=depends 5=not sure) 
are you the kind of person .4979 -.0881 .4811 
that gets more than his share 
of bad luck or do you usually 
have mostly good luck 
(l=good 3=depends 5=bad) 
2.1973 
people running government are crooked 
(l=good deal 3=some 5=not much) 
people in government waste money 
(l=not much 3=some 5=alot) 
can trust government to do what is right 
(l=about always 3=most time 5=some time) 
are government people smart 
(l=know what doing 3=depends 5=don't know) 
government is for all or few 
(l=benefit of all 3=depends 5=few big int) 
3.1982 
people running government are crooked 
(l=good deal 3=some 5=not much) 
people in government waste money 
(l=not much 3=some 5=alot) 
can trust government to do what is right 
(l=about always 3=most time 5=some time) 
are government people smart 
(l=know what doing 3=depends 5=don't know) 
government is for all or few 
(l=benefit of all 3=depends 5=few big int) 
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when you make plans are .3918 -.3247 .4605 
you usually able to carry 
them out as expected, or do 
things come up that make you 
change your plans 
(l=as expected 3=depends 5=change plans) 
when decisions are made -.4832 -.4579 .4029 
affecting your own work, 
do those in authority consult you 
(l=usually 2=sometimes 
3=rarely 4=never) 
if a decision were made affecting -.4213 .4746 .3090 
your work that you disagreed 
with strongly, would you 
feel free to complain 
(l=free 2=uneasy 3=better not to) 
do you think those who run -.5319 .4594 .2590 
the place where you work 
take your interests and needs 
into account 
(l=take my interests into account 
2=ignore 3=depends) 
can people be trusted .6409 
(l=most people 3=depends 5=cant trust) 
most people helpful .6899 
(l=helpful 3=depends 5=look out for self) 
most people are fair .6599 
(l=fair 3=depends 5=take advantage) 
2.1973 
factor 1 factor 2 
have you usually felt .3513 .7293 
pretty sure your life 
would work out the way you 
want it to, or have there 
been times when you haven't been 
very sure about it 
(l=pretty sure 3=depends 5=not sure) 
.4621 -.0290 
.4484 -.1297 
.4691 -.0154 
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are you the kind of person 
that gets more than his share 
of bad luck or do you usually 
have mostly good luck 
(l=good 3=depends 5=bad) 
.5291 .5961 
when you make plans are .3513 .7353 
you usually able to carry 
them out as expected, or do 
things come up that make you 
change your plans 
(l=as expected 3=depends 5=change plans) 
can people be trusted . .7550 -.2190 
(l=most people 3=depends 5=cant trust) 
most people helpful .8301 -.3480 
(l=helpful 3=depends 5=look out for self) 
most people are fair .8012 -.3181 
(l=fair 3=depends 5=take advantage) 
pretty sure your life 
would work out the way you 
want it to, or have there 
been times when you haven't been 
very sure about it 
(l=pretty sure 3=depends 5=not sure) 
are you the kind of person .6797 
that gets more than his share 
of bad luck or do you usually 
have mostly good luck 
(l=good 3=depends 5=bad) 
when you make plans are .6777 
you usually able to carry 
them out as expected, or do 
things come up that make you 
change your plans 
(l=as expected 3=depends 5=change plans) 
3.1982 
factor 1 factor 2 factor 3 
have you usually felt .5529 
209 
when decisions are made .7450 
affecting your own work, 
do those in authority consult you 
(l=usually 2=sometimes 
3=rarely 4=never) 
if a decision were made affecting .6522 
your work that you disagreed 
with strongly, would you 
feel free to complain 
(l=free 2=uneasy 3=better not to) 
do you think those who run ,6872 
the place where you work 
take your interests and needs 
into account 
(l=take my interests into account 
2=ignore 3=depends) 
can people be trusted .7668 
(l=most people 3=depends 5=cant trust) 
most people helpful .8041 
(l=helpfiii 3=depends 5=look out for self) 
most people are fair .8134 
(l=fair 3=depends 5=take advantage) 
B. Group involvement 
1.1965 
participate in: 
factor 1 factor 2 factor 3 
.6181 -.2886 -.2361 
.5456 .1596 -.4229 
.4443 -.0105 .0865 
.6710 .2324 .1968 
.6089 -.2573 -.0407 
.2314 .8168 .3278 
.1973 -.4124 .7866 
men's/women's clubs 
church groups 
lodges or fraternal org 
neighborhood groups 
informal clubs 
civil liberty groups 
business or professional org 
(O=not a member l=member but not active 
2=fairly active 3=very active) 
the group involvement variable for parents, 1965 
includes five items: fraternal orgs, neighborhood 
clubs, men's/women's clubs, informal clubs and 
church groups. 
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2.1973 
participate in: 
factor 1 factor 2 
church groups .5775 -.3200 
lodges or fraternal org .2922 .4784 
neighborhood groups .6425 -.1688 
informal clubs .5532 .1018 
sports clubs .4223 .3711 
business or 
professional org .3261 .4587 
labor unions -.0788 .7560 
(O=not a member l=member but not active 
2=fairly active 3=very active) 
the group involvement variable for parents, 1973 
includes five items: sports groups, fraternal 
orgs, neighborhood clubs, informal clubs and 
church groups. 
3.1982 
participate in: 
church groups 
lodges or fraternal org 
neighborhood groups 
informal clubs 
business or professional org 
sports clubs 
labor unions 
factor 1 factor 2 
-.0529 
.5739 
.2761 
.5909 
.7676 
-.0629 
-.0596 
-.3521 
-.0572 
.0845 
.3432 
-.0111 
.2989 
.8099 
(O=not a member l=member but not active 
2=fairly active 3=very active) 
the group involvement variable for parents, 1982 
includes five items: sports groups, fraternal 
orgs, neighborhood clubs, informal clubs and 
church groups. 
factor 3 
.6234 
.3604 
.5343 
-.2134 
-.0946 
.6831 
.0959 
TV. Context of Ideology 
A. Political Discourse 
2 1 1  
1.1965 
influence others-who 
(ll=faniily 12=friend 13=work 14=others 
15=no 16=family+friend 17=family+work 
18=friend+work 19=others) 
discuss politics with spouse 
(l=often 2=pretty often 3=not often 5=no) 
2.1973 
influence others-who 
(ll=family 12=friend 13=work 14=family+friend 
15=family+work 16=friend+work 17=all 18=canvass) 
discuss politics with spouse 
(l=often 2=pretty often 3=not often 5=no) 
3.1982 
influence others-who 
(ll=family 12=friend 13=work 14=family+friend 
15=family+work 16=friend+work 17=all 18=canvass) 
discuss politics with spouse 
(l=often 2=pretty often 3=not often 5=no) 
B. Political interest 
1.1965 
2.1973 
3.1982 
would you say you follow what's going on in 
government most of the time (4), some of the 
time (3), only now and then (2), or hardly 
at all (1), 
C. Political Knowledge 
1.1965 
total correct responses to: 
factor 1 
length of senate term .5598 
where is Tito leader .7015 
# on supreme court -.2134 
name of governor .5069 
location of WWII concentration camps .7208 
was FDR Dem or Rep .5578 
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the knowledge index for parents 1965, as used by 
Jennings and Niemi includes all six items 
2.1973 
total correct responses to: 
factor 1 factor 2 
length of senate term .6665 -.3075 
where is Tito leader .7278 -.2312 
# on supreme court .6714 -.3987 
name of governor .4578 .5581 
location of WWII 
concentration camps .6264 .1743 
was FDR Dem or Rep .4403 .6673 
the knowledge index for parents 1973, as used by 
Jennings and Niemi includes all six items 
3.1982 
total correct responses to: 
factor 1 factor 2 
length of senate term .3738 -.1324 
where is Tito leader .7467 -.3455 
# on supreme court .7456 -.1889 
name of governor .4447 .5385 
location of WWII .6621 -.0395 
concentration camps 
was FDR Dem or Rep .3936 .5084 
who succeeded JFK .5211 .4704 
country bordering N/8 Vietnam.7136 -.2947 
the knowledge index for parents 1982, as used by 
Jennings and Niemi includes all eight items 
D. Ideological Sophistication 
1.1965 
2.1973 
3.1982 
Index constructed by Jennings and Niemi based on 
responses to a series of questions: 
- are there differences between the two parties? what 
are they? 
- would you say either one of the parties is more 
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conservative or liberal than the other? 
- which party is more conservative? 
- what do you have in mind when you say that the 
are more conservative than the ? 
V. Political Activity 
A. 1965 
sum of yes responses to the following: 
factor 1 factor 2 
vote in 64 presidential election .2182 .8670 
participate in cmnty affairs .4343 .4341 
attended a political rally .7511 -.0499 
wear political buttons/stickers .6011 -.0907 
given money to a party or candidate .7527 -.0659 
belong to a political club .6452 -.1696 
other political activity .7346 -.1724 
all seven items are used in the political activity index for parents, 1965 
B.1973 
sum of yes responses to the following: 
factor 1 factor 2 
vote in 72 presidential election .5642 -.6206 
vote in 72 congressional election .5739 -.7070 
vote in 70 congressional election .5387 -.5251 
attended a political rally .6552 .3079 
wear political buttons/stickers .5797 .2348 
given money to a party or candidate .6196 .2545 
written a letter to the editor .4639 .3574 
contacted a public official .6243 .2390 
have you participated in a .2826 .1912 
protest or demonstration 
other political activity .5241 .3318 
all ten items are used in the political activity 
index for parents, 1973 
C. 1982 
sum of yes responses to the following: 
factor 1 factor 2 factor 3 
vote in 80 près election .1116 .8823 .0483 
vote in 80 cong election .1349 .7776 .0344 
vote in 76 près election .1317 .8065 .0641 
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attended a political rally .6919 .1256 .0139 
wear political .5545 .1255 .0139 
buttons/stickers 
given money to a party or .6945 .1321 .1667 
candidate 
written a letter to thé editor .1265 -.0051 .7145 
contacted a public official .4782 .1506 .4587 
participated in a 
protest or demonstration-.0546 .0645 .5822 
other political activity .7029 .0302 .0028 
all ten items are used in the political activity index for parents, 1982 
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APPENDIX C. REVIEW OF CONTROL VARIABLES USED IN THE 
ANALYSIS FOR PARENT AND YOUTH COHORTS 
(SHOWS DUMMY CODES) 
Sex: 
is respondent male or female 
l=male 
0=female 
Race: 
what is your race (white, black, Hispanic, other) 
0= white 
1= non-white 
Education: 
have you had any schooling [beyond high school] 
1= college 
0= no college 
used in 1965 and 1973 for parents, and 1973 for youth. 
Income: 
what is your previous year's family income? 
_ . 1965 and 1973 
1= none 
2= less than $1,000 
3= $1,000 to 1,999 
4= $2,000 to 2,999 
5= $3,000 to 3,999 
6= $4,000 to 4,999 
7= $5,000 to 5,999 
8= $6,000 to 6,999 
9= $7,000 to 7,999 
10= $8,000 to 8,999 
11= $9,000 to 9,999 
12= $10,000 to 10,999 
13= $11,000 to 11,999 
14= $12,000 to 14,999 
15= $15,000 to 19,999 
16= $20,000 to 24,999 
17= $25,000 to 34,999 
18= $35,000 and over 
1982 
1= none or less than $2,000 
2= $2,000 to 3,999 
3= $4,000 to 5,999 
4= $6,000 to 7,999 
5= $8,000 to 9,999 
6= $10,000 to 11,999 
7= $12,000 to 13,999 
8= $14,000 to 15,999 
9= $16,000 to 17,999 
10= $18,000 to 20,999 
11= $21,000 to 23,999 
12= $24,000 to 26,999 
13= $27,000 to 29,999 
14= $30,000 to 32,999 
15= $33,000 to 35,999 
16= $36,000 to 39,999 
17= $40,000 to 44,999 
18= $45,000 to 49,999 
19= $50,000 to 59,999 
20= $60,000 to 69,999 
21= $70,000 to 79,999 
22= $80,000 and over 
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APPENDIX D. ALPHA TEST OF RELIABILITY FOR VARIABLES 
INCLUDED IN REGRESSION ANALYSIS 
Cohort Index Overall Alpha 
for Index 
Youth 1965 civic tolerance .3737 
int political efF .2166 
political trust .6216 
alienation .4427 
inv in groups .3739 
discourse index .5055 
[for youth 65 only] 
political knowledge .5434 
Youth 1973 civic tolerance .4361 
int political efF .2258 
ext political eff .6120 
political trust .6437 
alienation .6249 
inv in groups .3863 
political knowledge .7839 
political activity .7397 
Youth 1982 civic tolerance .4795 
int political efF .2665 
ext political efF .5775 
political trust .5961 
alienation .5331 
inv in groups .3670 
political knowledge .2067 
(8 items) 
political activity .7348 
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Appendix D. (contd) 
Cohort Index Overall Alpha 
for Index 
Parents 1965 civic tolerance .3521 
int political efF ,3696 
ext political efF .5044 
political trust .7168 
alienation .4495 
inv in groups .4941 
political knowledge .5098 
political activity .6878 
Parents 1973 civic tolerance .4715 
int political efF .3176 
ext political efF .6102 
political trust .6455 
alienation .6157 
inv in groups .2424 
political knowledge .6562 
political activity .7402 
Parents 1982 civic tolerance .4948 
int political efF .2818 
ext political efF .6200 
political trust .4338 
alienation .5583 
inv in groups .3045 
political knowledge .2443 
political activity .7274 
